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Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, NOVEMBER 27, 1869. 
——_—_—— 

Iv Is PUBLICLY ANNOUNCED that Bishop Trower and 
some other clergy of the diocese of Exeter mean to 
appear at Bow Church to oppose the confirmation of the 
election of Dr. Temple to the see of Exeter. If the in- 
tention of the opposers is carried out, we may expect a 
renewal, in the Court of Queen’s Bench, of the interest- 
ing discussion which occurred on the appointment of the 
late Dr. Hampden to the see of Hereford. On that 
occasion the confirmation of the Bishop’s election was 
opposed by three clergymen, two of whom were beneficed 
in the diocese of Hereford, on the ground that the bishop 
elect had published works repugnant to the doctrine of 
the Established Church, and that he, therefore, had been 
censured by the University of Oxford. The Commis- 
sioners appointed by the metropolitan to confirm the 
election of Dr. Hampden declined to listen to the objec- 
tions urged against the confirmation, and proceeded in 
the form usual where no opposition ismade. Thereupon 
a rule was obtained from the Court of Queen’s Bench for 
a mandamus to the archbishop or his vicar-general to 
hear the objections, which wasafterwards mos: elaborately 
argued by the Attorney-General (Sir John Jervis), the 
Solicitor-General (Sir D. Dundas), Mr, M. D, Hill, Dr. Bay- 
ford and Mr. Waddington on behalf of the archbishop, and 
by Sir Fitzroy Kelly (the present Lord Chief Baron), Dr. 
Addams, Mr. Stephens, Mr. Peacock (the present Chief 
Justice of India), and Mr. Badeley for the opposers. (See 
3 Queen's Bench Reports, p. 483.) On the one side it was 
said that the archbishop’s duty in confirming the elec- 
tion of the nominee of the Crown was, under the 25 Hen. 
8, c.20, s.7, merely ministerial. On the other, that accord- 
ing to the ancient canon law “ confirmation ” was a tech- 
nical word, and that the statute did no more than com- 
pel the archbishop to confirm the election of the bishop 
elect according to the law of the Church—that is to say, 
after a judicial inquiry intothe grounds of any opposition 
which might be openly made to his appointment. In 
short, one party contended that the metropolitan’s office 
was not judicial but ministerial, and that the venerable 
formality of citing opposers to appear on pain of con- 
tumacy was a formality and nothing more; the other 
party contended with an extraordinary display of learn- 
ing and research, that the archbishop’s function was 
judicial as well as ministerial, and that although 
the Crown had an absolute power of placing a 
bishop it had not an absolute power of making 
one, if good cause to the contrary were shown, 
The argument, which occupies no less than sixty-five 
pages in the Queen’s Bench Reports (pp. 498—563) was 
heard on January 24th, 25th, 26th, and 27th, 1848, and 
on the Ist February following the judges delivered their 
Opinions. Lord Denman (the Chief Justice) and Mr, 
Justice Erle held that the objections to confirmation 
could not be heard, the 25 Hen. 8, o. 20, making it im- 
perative on the Metropolitan to consecrate. Mr. Justice 
Patteson and Mr, Justice Coleridge on the other hand 
held that the objections ought to have been heard, or 
that, at all events, the matter was so doubtful that there 
was good reason for requiring a return to a writ of man- 
damus, ‘The Court being thus equally divided, no order 
for the issue of a writ was made. 
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The question, therefore, which Bishop Trower and his 
friends have determined to raise is not in any way con- 
cluded by authority. We presume, however, that the 
commissioners will in Dr. Temple’s case, as in Dr. Hamp- 
den’s, refuse to hear objections, leaving the opposers, 
as in the earlier case, to apply for a mandamus. On the 
the fate of such an application we do not at present 
venture to hazard a prediction. But we are guilty 
of no want of respect to the Court of Queen’s Bench 
as at present constituted, in saying that its members are 
still less likely than they were in 1848 to sanction any 
infringement on the absolute supremacy of the Crown in 
matters ecclesiastical. 

But assuming that a mandamus is eventually granted, 
it by no means follows that Dr. Temple’s election would 
be imperilled. The opposers would then have to set to 
work to prove him unfit for his office, on the ground, we 
presume, that he, like Dr. Hampden, “had published 
works which were repugnant to the doctrine of the Estab- 
lished Church,” and which had been censured, not indeed 
by the University of Oxford, but by Convocation. It so 
happens that the latter ground of opposition could not 
be technically proved in point of fact, so that the 
opposers would have to establish a case of heresy afresh. 
It is not the function of this journal, we need scarcely 
observe, to give an opinion on the orthodoxy of Dr. 
Temple, but remembering the decisions of the Judicial 
Committee in the cases of the Rev. Dr. Williams and the 
Rev. H. B. Wilson, two of the co-essayists of Dr. Temple, 
we have no hesitation in asserting that in point of law 
no charge of heresy against him can be successfully 
established. ‘ 

OUR REMARKS LAST WEEK upon the subject of the 
registration appeals, having been reprinted by the Times, 
Mr. Sidney Smith, of the City of London Liber.i Re- 
gistration Association, has made them a pretext for ad- 
dressing a long letter to that newspaper on the subject. 
Mr. Sidney Smith, as an unsuccesful litigant, is of course 
privileged to complain of the decision given against him 
by the Court of Common Pleas, but he is not entitled to 
enlist us on his side in the matter, as he virtually does 
by styling our remarks, strictures upon the decision of 
the Common Pleas in Smith v. Lancaster. On the con- 
trary we said that the decision which the revising bar- 
rister had prononnced in that case at the instance of Mr. 
Sidney Smith, had created considerable surprise in the 
profession, and its reversal by the Common Pleas, so far 
as we ventured to pass judgment upon it, met our entire 
approval. Mr. Smith, however, appears on the whole 
more aggrieved by the decision in Cuthbertson v. Butter- 
worth, given against him last year, than by that in 
Smith v, Lancaster this year. He does not argue that 
Smith v. Lancaster is wrong, but only that itis wrong 
if the previous decision is right. If the case of Cuth- 
bertson v. Butterworth is to be understood as going the 
length which Mr. Sidney Smith considers it does—that is, 
that whatever his claim may be, in no case can the 
under-tenant in the Temple be entitled, we think that 
he has some ground for dissatisfaction. It was evident, 
however, on the argument of Smith v. Lancaster, that 
whatever may be the ultimate decision of the Court upon 
this point, the judges mean to treat Cuthdertson v. Haines 
as a decision only to the point that the room occupied 
was not a house. The reports do not generally state how 
the third column of the register was filled up in Patter- 
worth's case; we believe, however, that the qualification 
entered really was “chambers.” It was not, however, 
put to the Court upon the argument, tat there need not 
be structural severance in the case of a building other 
thau a house. It is true it was contended thas 
chambers were ejusdem generis with shop, warehouse, 
&e,, but the effect of this as obviating the necessity of 
structural severance was not pointed out, Oa the con- 





trary, the point insisted upon was that there was strae- 
tural severance in that case, 
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chambers and not house, the decision of the Court really | 
covered the point in question, yet they certainly did not 
consider it, and it is to be hoped that we are right in 
thinking it still open. Indeed, if it is not, it is difficult, 
as Mr. Sidney Smith says, to see how the merchants 
ard others who have always voted for their counting- 
houses can retain their votes. This, however, will come | 
before the Court in one of the remaining registration | 
cases, Piercy v. Maclean, also from the City of London, | 
and it is to be hoped that the Court will then decide that | 
a counting-house need not be structually severed from 
the rest of the building within which it is contained. 
We differ, however, from Mr. Sidney Smith when he 
accuses the judges of the Court of Common Pleas not 
only of bad law but of ignorance of philology and the 
English language, and supports that accusation by the 
assertion that the doctrine that a dwelling-house must 
be a whole house, any more than a mere house 
or a counting-house, has no foundation in law or 
in anything more than mere whim. Countirg-house 
and shop, at all events, even if not warehouse, seem to us 
in their ordinary meaning to import a part of a larger 
building, while house in its ordinary meaning does not. 
But whatever view may be taken of Cuthbertson v. 
Butterworth, Mr. Smith’s notion that that case and 
Smith v. Lancaster cannot stand together is founded on 
a fallacy. He considers that exclusive occupation by 
one person necessarily negatives constructive occupation 
by another. This shows that he does not understand 
what the Courts mean by constructive occupation. So 
far from the exclusiveness of the occupation of the one 
negativing the constructive occupation of the other, it 
may assist in proving it. What is meant by construc- 
tive occupation in these cases is not a partial or joint 
occupation with another, but occupation in the person of 
another. It is that the master of a house occupies in 
certain cases by his under-tenants or lodgers, in the same 
way that a master may occupy in the person of his ser- 
vants. The distinction, in fact, is not between exclusive 
occupation and constructive, but between constructive 
occupation and actual bodily occupation. If the occu- 
pation of the lodger is in law the occupation of the land- 
lord, then the more exclusive it is the better does it es- 
tablish that of the landlord. 

There is one other point on which Mr. Sidney Smith's 
letter deserves notice. He quotesthe cases of Zoms v. 
Luckett (2 Lut. p. 19) and Scores v. Haggett (7 M. & G. 
95), as if they were reliable authorities, whereas they 
were both elaborately reviewed in the judgment in Cook 
v. Humber, and an interpretation put upon them which 
much shakes their authority as originally reported. 
Taken together with the explanation so put upon them 
they are authorities, but without it none at all. It is 
not, of course, our business to defend the judges against 
the aspersions of Mr. Sidney Smith, but we must protest 
against his statement that what he calls the confusion 
worse confounded existing in the law of registration is 
due entirely to Westminster Hall, It is all very well to 
call for simplicity of legislation to relieve the nation 
from the ingenious perversity of the law; but it is only 
fair to say that the present state of the law is due in 
great measure to the fact that the legislation hitherto 
has been anything but simple. Was any definition of a 
house ever given by the Court of Common Pleas to be 
compared in ingenious perversity with the definition of 
a house in the Act of 1867? 





SINCE OUR REMARKS LAST WEEK, the Court of Common 
Pleas have decided three registration appeals, all of which 
were cases rather of special than general interest, though 
all cases of importance. In the case of the Naval Knights 
of Windsor, the votes were disallowed; their fate therefore 
being the same as that of the military knights whose case 
was decided some years ago. The principal point in the 


case is, that the rule which has always been recognised 
with reference to members of corporations was put iato 





definite shape; and it was laid down that when an indj- 
vidual member of a corporation aggregate occupies a part 
of the corporate property, in furtherance of the purpose 
for which the corporation was founded, the occupation 
shall be taken prima facie to be the occupation of the 
corporation and not of the individual, and as such can 
confer no vote on the individual. In the next case, that 
of the Canons of Exeter, this ruie was again exemplified. 
There the Canons were not only members of the corpora- 
tion aggregate of the Dean and Chapter, but were also 
recognised by the law as corporations sole, and as such 
entitled to hold property to themselves and their succes- 
sors. It was, therefore, held that the revising barrister 
was justified incoming to the conclusion that they occupied 
their residential houses in right of their canonries—that 
is, in an individual right and not in their character as 
members of the corporation aggregate. The vote was 
therefore upheld, 

The only remaining case was that of the Middlesex in- 
cumbents. This case has excited some attention, but 
when the facts were known it proved a most simple one, 
and the decision of the revising barrister was, without 
hesitation, confirmed by the Court. It was, after a short 
discussion, clear that none of the sources of income of 
these incumbents of district churches could be con- 
sidered as derived from land, except perhaps in the case 
of those who had an assignment of pew-rents. The 
revising barrister had, however, allowed the votes of 
these, and therefore this point did not arise upon the 
appeal. It would appear that the appellants who 
had had their votes disallowed desired to raise the broad 
question whether they could not have a vote without any 
income from land, which of course would have been con- 
trary to all received notions upon the point. Sir John 
Karslake, who argued for the appellants, when asked by 
the Court whether he could possibly maintain this point, 
could do no more for his clients than quote a story of a 
Chancery barrister, who when told there was no ground for 
a particular appeal, said he thought so too, but the Lord 
Chancellor, being a much better lawyer than he was, 
might, perhaps, be able to find one. 





THE BENCHERS OF THE MIDDLE TEMPLE have an- 
nounced that after the first day of Hilary Term next all 
dinners are to be prepaid. Tickets are to be issued, re- 
sembling railway tickets in form, and like them classi- 
fied into first, second, and third class (benchers, barris- 
ters, and students). These tickets will be given out by 
an official in the “screens” outside the hall, but it is 
not, we believe, intended to station him at a pigeon-hole, 
labelled “ pay here.” This innovation is owing, it is 
said, to the very alarming arrears into which some of 
the Middle Templars get. The new plan is rather un- 
dignified, and we can hardly imagine that it is necessary. 
Why not make a rule that no one shall dine in hall who 
has not paid all arrears, say up to the end of the pre- 
ceding term, and “screen” all who fall two terms in 
arrear? Some one invented the supposition that the 
defaulters are so many and exalted that they must he 
screened in another sense—and that hence this new 
plan, somewhat letting off the past at the expense of 
the future. So far, however, as the Benchers are con- 
cerned, this notion has been expressly contradicted by a 
letter of the under-treasurer to a daily contem- 
porary, in which he states that the Benchers never 
are in arrears, but if they were would be “screened” 
the same as anyone else. We do not imagine 
that many arrears were allowed in the old times 
when the Inns of Court really were a law university. 
In those times there were butteries in the Middle Temple, 
just as there now are in every Oxford and Cambridge col- 
lege; there was dinner in hall all the year round (and not, 
as now, only in term time) only that in vacation term 
dinner was sometimes as early as 10 a.m. There were 
also various regulations as to the students’ dress, and 
some almost identical with that old Oxford statute which 
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forbids the “proud and ridiculous custom of walking j the writ will be suspended as long as the House may 


abroad in boots.” Among other things now lost sight of, 
the students claimed an immunity from arrest within 
the precincts of the Temple. The main difference, how- 
ever, between the Temple of those days and the Temple 
of these, is that the Temple of those days really was a 
law university in which persons were appointed to teaeh, 
and the students were expected to learn, whilst now-a- 
days no one need learn anything whatever uniess he 


chooses. 





THE LoRD CHANCELLOR has just issued an order ! 


allowing the county court offices to be closed on Monday, 
the 27th of December. The closing is made permissory, 
and not compulsory, doubtiess with a view to the possi- 
bility of sittings of some of the courts having been 
fixed for that day. Closing will, nowever, be the rule in 
London, and the exceptions will be very rare every- 
where. 





ON WEDNESDAY LAST Vice-Chancellor James made 
an order for winding-up the Family Endowment Society, 
an insurance company which had been “ amalgamated ” 
some years back by the Albert. The petitioner was the 
holder of two annuities granted by the Family Endow- 
ment Society, and who, since the “amalgamation,” had 
received payment of his annuities from the Albert. The 
question, of course, was whether this annuitant was 
right in claiming to be a creditor of the Family Endow- 
ment. 

The Vice-Chancellor considered that there was no evi- 
dence of a“ novation ” of contract or an adoption by the 
annuitant of the Albert instead of the Family Endowment 
Society, and accordingly held him still a creditor of the 
former company. It appears, therefore, that Vice- 
Chancellor James, though, of course, regarding this 
question, as we have done, asa question on evidence of 
intention, by no means adopts our views as to what is 
such evidence. It is to be feared that in the case of 
companies which have long ceased business the searching 
out of contributories will be an expensive matter. 





A FELON, being dead in law, is of course incapable of 
sitting and voting in the House of Commons (see Coke, 
4th Institute, 47), and the election of the convict Rossa 
as member for Tipperary will therefore be presently de- 


clared void. But it is not, as has been supposed by | 


some of the daily journals, absolutely void, any more 
than would be the election of any other person de facto 
inelegible for an ordinary reason ; on account, for in- 
stance, of his being a clergyman or a Government con- 
tractor. The voters in Tipperary are entitled to nomi- 
nate a felon, and to throw away their votes upon him if 
they please, and the sheriff, although he may be satisfied 
that the candidate and the felon are one and the same 
person, has no power to withdraw his name when it has 
been duly proposed and seconded. 

Cases are not wanting in which members of Parlia- 
ment, after their election, have been disqualified by their 
being found guilty of felony or treason. A notable 
example is that of Smith O’Brien, who was convicted of 
treason in 1848 whilst member for the county of Lime- 
rick, His seat thereby was ipso facto vacated and anew 
writ was issued. But we believe that the present is the 
first case where a convict has been elected a member of 
the Legislature whilst he is actually undergoing his sen- 
tence. There can, however, he but little doubt as to the 
proper line of action to be pursued, assuming that the 
returning officer declines to take upon himself the risk 
of returning Mr. Heron at once. When Parliament 
meets that gentleman will in all probability claim 
the seat by petition, and his claim, as a matter of 
course, will be immediately allowed by the election 
judge. If he should not take this step the seat will 
be declared vacant and a new writ will be ordered to 
Issue, or, if the state of the county render it necessary, 


think fit. 

No doubt the shortest and best way to settle the diffi- 
culty would be for the returning officer himself to de- 
cide on the question of Rossa’s ineligibility when the 
poll is declared. The risk of such acourse would be 
great if there were any reasonable doubt that Rossa is 
in fact disqualified. A wrong decision would lay open 
the returning officer to an action for penalties. But as 
it is the only risk he would encounter would be of per- 
sonal violence andynot of pecuniary loss. The contrary 
course might lay him open to an action on the part of 
Mr. Heron—which,” however, the latter would not be 
very likely to bring. 





THE PRESIDENT, Vice-President, and Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society entertained the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir William M. James, Sir Roundell Palmer, Q.C., M.P., 
Mr. Commissioner Bacon, Sir Thomas Henry, Sir Ben- 
jamin Phillips, Mr. George Osborne Morgan, Q.0., M.P., 
Mr. Goldney, M.P., Mr. Alderman Stone, the Master 
Benett, and others at dinner, at the hall of the society 
on Wednesday last. 





WE VENTURED AT THE TIME to express our strong dis- 
sent from the reasoning of Mr. Commissioner Winslow 
in setting aside the adjudication in bankruptcy which 
had been obtained against the Duke of Newcastle. That 
decision has since been reversed by Lord Justice Giffard, 
his Lordship thinking, as we did, that “ the case, though 
perhaps of some importance, was sufficiently plain, and 
quite free from any real difficulty.” 

The argument in favour of supporting the Commis- 
sioner’s decision was to the effect that proceedings in 
bankruptcy would conflict with the privileges of Parlia- 
ment, and that no intention to interfere with those 
privileges in the case of privileged persons other than 
traders sufficiently appeared. In order to support this 
contention it is necessary to endeavour to do what the 
learned Commissioner had not done—namely, to show 
what privilege was infringed by bankruptcy. This was 
sought to be done, if we understand the argument aright, 
by showing that inearly times, and atthe date of the earliest 
Bankrupt Acts, the Houses of Parliament claimed for 
their members not only exception from arrest, but also 
immunity from process against their goods; and by con- 
tending that the whole series of Bankrupt Acts must 
be looked at together as a connected series; and the in- 
ference seems to be that for the purposes of bankruptcy 
the privileges of Parliament must be taken to be what 
they were before any Bankrupt Act was passed, except so 
far as the Bankrupt Acts themselves have controlled 
them. And then it was argued that the Bankruptcy 
Act of 1861 did not take away the supposed privilege of 
non-traders having privilege of Parliament. 

The answer to this is two-fold. In the first place, at 

any period which it is at all important to consider for 
this purpose, the privilege of Parliament extended only 
to immunity from arrest. And this the Lord Justice 
seems to have considered the true view. And if so, 
there was no reason to doubt the correctness of Lord 
Hardwicke’s dictum that a peer might be made a bank- 
rupt, or of his statement that one had been so made, be- 
fore any special provisions on the subject had been made 
by any statute. 
But the most important answer to the whole argu- 
ment is that the Acts of 1849 and 1861 have fully dealt 
with the matter. The Act of 1849 contained full and 
elaborate provisions as to the bankruptcy of privileged 
persons who were (what all bankrupts must then have 
been) traders. And the Act of 1861 put all debtors, 
whether trader or not, on the same footing. As the 
Lord Justice put it—“traders” includes privileged 
traders, and “‘all debtors’ are substituted for ‘such 
traders,’ ” 
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THE OPERATION OF THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1869, 
ON VOLUNTARY AND OTHER SETTLEMENTS, 


No. IL. 


The most convenient method for considering the scope 
of the 91st section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, is to 
treat it as divided into two parts; the first relating to 
voluntary settlements, the second relating te ante-nuptial 
covenants or contracts to settle after-acquired property. 

Before entering upon the consideration of the section, 
a couple of preliminary matters must be disposed of. It 
may be asked, in the first place, will the section apply to 
settlements dated before the Ist of January, 1870? To 
this an answer in the negative must be given. The sec- 
tion is clearly not retrospective in its operation. Again, 
it must not be lost sight of that “settlement” in the sec- 
tion means any disposition of property, it being expressly 
enacted that ‘ settlement shall, for the purposes of this 
section, include any conveyance or transfer of property.” 
Of course, the words will be understood as restricted to 
transfers in writing, and not as extended to gifts of money 
or chattels perfected by delivery. 

It will be noticed that only those settlements which 
are voluntary fall within the scope of the first part of the 
section. The following three classes of settlements are 
expressly excluded from its operation :—(1) Settlements 
made before, and in consideration of, marriage; (2) settle- 
ments made in favour of a purchaser or incumbrancer in 
good faith and for valuable consideration; (3) post-nup- 
tial settlements, made on or for the wife and children of 
the settlor, of property which has accrued to the settlor 
after marriage in right of his wife. In the first of the 
three classes—settlements made before, and in considera- 
tion of, marriage—settlements made after marriage in 
pursuance of binding contracts entered into before mar- 
riage, are included; although, of course, the mere re- 
cital in a settlement made after marriage of ante-nuptial 
articles is not sufficient evidence of the existence of such 
articles against the creditors of the settlor (see Batters- 
bee v. Farrington, 1 Swanst. 113). Upon the second 
class of settlements, those ‘‘ made in favour of a purchaser 
or incumbrancer, in good faith and for valuable con- 
sideration,’ two questions arise. The first is—must 
a settlement to fall within this class be made upon the 
person from whom the consideration moves, or is it suffi- 
cient if it is made by his direction upon someone else? 
In Holmes v. Penney (5 W. R. 182, 3 K. & J. 90), a 
settlor, in consideration of his brother having paid 
some of his debts, by a deed to which his brother 
was a party, settled his life interest in a fund 
upon himself, his wife, and his children; and 
this was held not to be a voluntary settlement. 
So in Thompson v. Webster (4 De G. & J. 600) a man in 
embarrassed circumstances pursuant to an agreement 
with his mother, who lent him £190, gave her a mort- 
gage upon an estate, and settled the equity of redemption 
upon his children. The settlement in this case was held 
not to he voluntary. Was the settlement in Holmes v. 
Penney one made“ in favour of” the brother of the settlor, 
and was the settlement in 7iompson v. Webster one made 
“in favour of ” the mother of the settlor within the mean- 
ing of section 91 ? It would seem that it must be held that 
they were so made, for a settlement made pursuant to the 
direction of a person is as much “in favour” of such 
person as one made upon him or her. Of course the 
brother in the one case and the mother in the other must 
have acted “in good faith ;” but the burden of proving 
that they did not so act would rest upon those who 
sought to upset the settlement. What construction—whe- 
ther liberal or strict—will be placed by the courts upon 
the words “in good faith” it is impossible to predict. 
Probably, however, by analogy with Colombine v. Pen- 
hall (2 Sm. & G. 228), a settlement of this description 
will be held to be made in good faith, unless it is part of 
ascheme, to which the purchaser was privy, to defraud 
the creditors of the settlor under the guise of providing 
for the objects of the purchaser’s bounty. The second 





question—the first having been answered as previously 
mentioned—is, supposing a settlement to be made on 
his wife by B. of property, part of which is contri- 
buted by himself, and part by A., in consideration of 
B.’s providing and settling such other part, is thata 
settlement made in A.’s favour of the whole fund, or 
only of the part provided by him? The answer to this 
question is fraught with more difficulty. Were the settle. 
ment on all fours with that in Hammonds v. Barrett (17 
W. R. 1078), where the settlor only provided £920, and 
the other party £4,000, there can be little doubt but 
that it would be held to be made in favour of a purchaser 
in good faithand for valuable consideration, but were the 
conditions reversed it might very well be held that there 
was an absence of that ‘‘ good faith’ in the purchaser 
which is a necessary ingredient to support a settlement, 
The third class of settlements expressly exempted are 
those made for the wife orchildren of the settlor of pro- 
perty which has accrued to the settlor after marriage in 
right of his wife. Here again a difficulty presents itself 
as to the construction to be placed upon the word 
“accrued.” There can be no doubt that if the father of 
A.’s wife dies leaving her a legacy of £1,000 by his 
will, but not for her separate use, and no settlement was 
executed upon the marriage of A. and his wife, con- 
taining a covenant to settle after-acquired property, that 
£1,000 accrues to A. after marriage in right of his wife, 
but if B. being entitled to a vested reversionary in- 
terest under her father’s will, or £1,000 expectant on 
the death of her mother, marries A. without a settle- 
ment, and the mother dying A. reduces the £1,000 into 
possession, would that £1,000 be held to have accrued to 
A. after marriage in right of his wife? It would seem 
that it would, for A. by the marriage did not acquire a 
vested, but only acontingent, interest in the £1,000. 
With these exceptions every settlement made by atrader 
will, if the settlor becomes bankrupt within two years 
after the date of the settlement, be void against the 
trustee of the bankrupt; and, further, if the settlor be- 
comes bankrupt at any subsequent time within ten 
years of the date of the settlement, the settlement is 
void against the trustee, unless those claiming under it 
can prove “ that the settlor was at the time of the mak- 
ing of the settlement able to pay all his debts without 
the aid of the property comprised in such settlement.” 
In the first case the settlement is void in toto ; in the 
second it is void unless those who claim under it can prove 
the solvency of the settlor at the date of the settle- 
ment, and this will, at the expiration of several years, 
be no easy matter. A recital in the settlement of the 
state of the testator’s assets and liabilities will not be 
evidence of his solvency against the trustee. In fact 
an account taken will be the only satisfactory evidence. 
On account of this difficulty it will be impossible to 
make out a good or even a marketable title to real pro- 
perty comprised in a voluntary settlement made 
by a trader until ten years have elapsed from the 
date of settlement. But assuming that those who 
claim under the settlement can prove the solvency 
of the settlor, that fact does not render it indefeasi- 
ble. It may still be impeached by the creditor 
under the 13 Eliz. c. 5, and then the onus lies upon the 
creditors of proving that the settlement was contrived to 
“delay, hinder, or defraud” them. Herein lies a grave 
objection to the section, that settlements which fall 
within its scope fall also under the operation of the 
statute of Elizabeth. Had the framers of the section 
followed the wording of the law laid down in the statute 
of Elizabeth and its interpretation in the decided cases, 
and required those claiming under a settlement to prove 
that it was not intended to delay, hinder, or defraud cre- 
ditors, they would have obviated this objection and also 
the still more serious one that the section as it stands 
does not touch the most common form of fraudulent 
voluntary settlements, Even under the existing law 4 
man seldom executes a voluntary settlement when actu- 
ally insolvent, and more seldom when he renders himself 
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insolvent thereby. The most common form of fraudulent 
voluntary settlement is that whereby A., having £10,000 
capital, and owing £4,000 in debts, settles £5,000 upon his 
family previous to engaging in some speculative business. 
If he becomes bankrupt within two years from the date 
of the settlement it would be void against his trustee 
under section 91; but suppose the smash does not come 
for three years, then the settlement is good pnder the 
section, those claiming under it being able to prove that 
the setilor was at the time of making of the settlement 
able to pay all his debts without the aid of the property 
comprised in such settlement, although of course it is 
open to the trustee to take proceedings to upset the 
settlement under the statute of Elizabeth. 

The second portion of the section deals with cove- 
nants or contracts made by a trader in consideration of 
marriage for the future settlement upon or for his wife 
or children of any money or property wherein he had 
not at the date of his marriage any estate or interest 
whether vested or contingent, in possession or remainder, 
and not being money or property of or in right of his 
wife. These covenants or contracts are, in the event of 
the maker becoming bankrupt before the property or 
money has been actually paid or transferred pursuant 
thereto, to be void against the trustee in bankruptcy. 
But covenants by a husband to settle the after-acquired 
property of his wife, and covenants to settle property 
which vests in the husband by virtue of the marriage 
or belongs to him at the time of the marriage are not 
within the scope of the section. Nor must it be lost 
sight of that the section does not apply to the common 
case of a covenant or contract in an ante-nuptial settle- 
ment by the father or mother of the intended wife or 
husband to pay a sum of money or transfer property to 
the trustees of the settlement, to be held by them upon the 
trusts thereof. <A trader may, therefore, on the marriage 
of his daughter, covenant in her ante-nuptial settlement 
to pay a sum of money to the trustees, and in the event 
of his bankruptcy before payment, the covenant will not 
be void, and the trustees will be entitled to come in and 
prove as creditors under the bankruptcy. In fact the 
only covenants or contracts to which the section applies 
are those for a future settlement upon the wife or 
childreu of the settlor of property which does not belong 
to him at the time of his marriage, and comes to him 
afterwards, but not in his marital right. 








RECFNT DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 
PRACTICE—REVIVOR AGAINST INFANTS COMING INTO 
ESSE DURING PROGRESS OF SUIT. 
sluster v. Haines, L.C., 17 W. R. 900; Countess of Egre- 
mont v. Thompson, L.C., ib. 

The 52nd section of 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, was intended 
to render unnecessary the expense of a bill of revivor or 
supplemental bill in case of a suit * becoming abated by 
death, marriage, or otherwise, or defective by reason of 
some change or transmission of liability.” The process 
substituted is an order of course to revive, after which 
all parties who would otherwise have become parties to a 
bill of revivor or supplemental bill, become parties to 
the original suit, and are bound by the proceedings therein, 
provided that such persons may object within twelve 
days of service on them of the order, and that where 
such persons are under disability the order is to be of no 
effect until a guardian ad litem has been apponted. 
The cases of Pickford v. Brown (1 K. & J. 648), Fuller- 
ton v. Martin (1 Dr. 238), Jebb v. Tugwell (20 Beav. 
461); Cresswell v. Bateman (6 W. R. 220), and several 
others (See Morgan, Ch. Acts and Orders, 4th ed, 213,) 
show that the Chancery judges have considered them- 
selves able to allow the short cut under the above sec- 
tion, in cases where infants interested have come into 
esse during the proceedings; but the cases in which the 








judges have felt themselves so empowered to act under 
the section seem to have been all cases in which 
nothing had been done since the infants came into esse. 
At any rate that appears to be the distinction now made 
as to the case of infants. In Capps v. Capps (L. R. 4 
Ch. 1, 17 W. R. Ch. Dig. 137), an order for sale of 
realty had been made in an administration suit, and it 
was afterwards discovered that the heir-at-law of the 
testator in the suit was dead, having left two infants 
his own heirs. The Master of the Rolls did not feel 
able to make the supplemental order under the section 
in this case, and his refusal was confirmed by 
Lord Cairns. In the principal case of Auster v. Haines, 
after an administration decree had been made, a married 
woman, not party to the suit, but who had leave to at- 
tend the proceedings by her guardian, gave birth tv two 
infants, and further proceedings were taken in tie suit 
before this was discovered by the parties. Stuart, V.C., 
inclined to think that the case was within the meaning 
of the section, and repeated the decision in Capps v. Capps 
(ubi sup.); he declined, however, to make any order, and 
Lord Hatherley, on the matter being taken before him, 
said he could not depart from Capps v. Capps. But in 
the other principal case of Countess of Egremont v. 
Thompson, which was before Lord Hatherley simul- 
taneously with Auster v. Haines, no proceedings had 
been taken in the suit since the birth of the infant. 
Lord Hatherley considered that in this case he might 
make the order, adding that such a case was rather 
within Lloyd v. Johnes (9 Ves. 59,60) than Capps v. 
Capps. The distinction thus seems to be (though it 
certainly appears to be a distinction without a dif- 
ference) that where no proceedings have been taken 
since the infant’s birth, the Court will make the order ; 
if, however, proceedings should have been taken, a bill 
will be necessary. 








REVIEWS. 


Supplement to the Third Edition of Powell's Law of Evidence, 
containing alterations of the Law of Evidence effected by the 
Evidence Further Amendment Act, 1869, the Documentary 
Evidence Act, 1868, the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, aad the 
Habitual Criminals Act, 1869, together with the leading 
Cases on the Law of Evidence decidéd since February, 1868. 
By Joun CutLer and Epmvunp Fciier Grirriy, Barris- 
ters-at-Law. London: Butterworths, 1869. 

We reviewed the work to which this is a supplement in 
April, 1868 (12 8. J. 519), and were then able to recommend 
it favourably to our readers. Several importaat statutes as 
to the law of evidence having been lately passed, the editors 
have issued them in this supplement, which we think will 
be found useful to practitioners. A short introductory 
chapter draws attention to the principal alterations effected 
by the statutes; then come short notes of cases recently 
decided, with references to the page of the original work at 
which the notes ought to be inserted, and then the Acts. 
The notes are the least satisfactory part ; but as the recent 
cases on the subject are neither numerous nor very important, 
this is not of much consequence. Thus, a reference is given 
to Ryder v. Wombwell (38 L. J. Ex. 8), as a decision of the 
Court of Exchequer on evidence of necessaries. That refer- 
ence is really to the report of the decision of the Exchequer 
Chamber reversing the Exchequer, and should have been so 
stated, as everyone who knew that the decision in the Ex- 
chequer had been reversed, would probably instead of re- 
ferring to the place cited, search subsequent volumes in 
vain for the decision of the Exchequer Chamber. Again, 
Bauman vy. James (L. R. 3 Ch. 508) is quoted as deciding 
something much more extensive than it really did, and as 
quoted appears rather a startling case. It is, however, as a 
handy print of the Acts that this supplement will be useful, 
and the inaccuracies in the notes will doubtless be amended 
before they are incorporated with the next edition of the 
whole work. 





By the death of Mr. C. F. Rothery, the office of Assistent 
Justice and Judge of Conmon Pleas in the Bahama Islands has 
become vacant. The appointment is worth £050 per annum, 
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COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before Lorp Justice GIFFARD.) 
Nov. 20.—Ex parte Lublin, Re Lublin. 

This was an appeal from an order made by one of the 
registrars of the Liverpool Court of Bankruptcy upon a 
trader-debtor summons 

Yate Lee was for the appellant. 

De Ger, Q.C., for the respondents, took the preliminary 
objection that the appeal had not been brought within the 
twenty-one days limited by the statute. 

Yate Lee contended that, as the appeal was by motion, 
the time when notice of motion was given was what was 
material, and not the entry of the appeal. He relied upon 
Re Redfern, il Jur. N.S. 311. 

De Ger, Q.C., said that the report of that case in 13 W. 
R. 667, was different, and showed that what was done was 
by consent. 

Lord Justice Grrrarp said that there must be some mis- 
take in the report in the Jurist, for so to decide would be 
to repeal sectlon 12 of the Act of 1849, and to say that it 
had no application to appeals now they were made by way 
of motion. The appeal must be dismissed. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 

Nov. 25.—Master Grorce Pottock read in open court 
the following rules, which have been passed for the practi- 
eal working of the Debtors’ Act, 1869, and which Act, to- 
gether with the rules, are to come into operation on the lst 
of January, 1870 :— 

“In pursuance of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1857, and the Debtors’ Act, 1869, it is ordered that, on and 
after the first day of January, 1870, the following rules 
shall be in force for regulating the practice under and 


carrying into effect the first part of the said Debtors’ Act, | 


1870 :— 

“1. All applications te commit to prison, under section 
5, shall in the first instance be made by summons before a 
judge, which shall specify the date and other particulars of 
the judgment or order, tor non-payment of which the ap- 
plication is made, together with the amount due, and be 
endorsed with the particulars required by rule 73 of Hilary 
Term, 1853. 

‘2, The service of summons whenever it shall be practi- 
cable shall be personal, but if it appear to the judge that 
reasonable ctforts have been made to effect personal service, 
and either that the summons has come to the knowledge of 
the debtor, or that he wilfully evades service, an order may 
be made as if personal service had been effected upon such 
terms as to the judge may scem fit. 

“3. Proof ot the means of the debtor shall, whenever 
practicable, be given by affidavit, but if it appear to tke 
judge either beture or at the hearing that a vivd voce exa- 
mination either of the debtor or of any other person or 
the production of any document is necessary or expedient, 
an order may be made commanding the attendance of any 
such person before the judge at a time and place to be 
therein mentioned, for the purpose of being examined on 
oath touching the matter in question and for the production 
of any such decument, subject to such terms and conditions 
as to the judge may seem fit. ‘The disobedience to any such 
order shall be deemed a contempt of Court and punishable 
accordingly. 

“4, The order of committal (which may be in form A in 
the schedule, or to the like effect) shall before delivery to 
the sheriff be endorsed with the particulars required by rule 
73 of Hilary Term, 1853. Concurrentorders may be issued 
for execution in different countics. The sheriff and officers 
shall be entitled to the same fees in respect thereof as are 
now payable upon 4 capias satisfaciendum. 

“5. Upon payment of the sum or sums mentioned in the 
order (including the sheriff's fees in like manner as upon a 
ca. 6a.) the debtor shall be entitled to a certificate in form 
B in the schedule, or to the like effect, signed by the at- 
torney in the cause, or signed by the creditor and attested 
by an attorney on his behalf. 

_ “6, Orders to arrest under the 6th section (which may be 
in the form of C in the schedule, or to the like effect) shall 
be made upon an affidavit separate, but the defendant shall 
be at liberty at any time after the arrest to apply to rescind 
or vary the order, or to be discharged from custody, or for 





such other relief as may be just. Such orders shall, before 
delivery to the sheriff, be endorsed with the particulars re. 
quired by rule 73 of Hilary Term, 1853. Concurrent 
orders may be issued for arrest in different counties. The 
sheriff and officer shall be entitled to the same fees in respect 
thereof as are now payable on a capias. 

‘* 7, The security to be given by the defendant may be a 
deposit in court of the amount mentioned in the order, or a 
bond to the plaintiff by the defendant and two sufficient 
sureties (or with leave of a judge more than two), or with 
the plaintiff's consent any other form of security. The 
plaintiff may, within four days after receiving particulars 
of the names and addresses of the proposed sureties, and 
the form of the proposed bond, give notice that he objects 
thereto, stating therein in what particulars, and in case of 
his so doing the sufficiency of the security shall be deter- 
mined by the Master, who shall have the power to award 
the costs of such reference to either party. It shall be the 
plaintiff’s duty to obtain an appointment for that purpose, 
and unless he does so within four days of giving notice of 
objection, the security shall be deemed sufficient. 

“8. The money deposited and the security, and all pro- 
ceedings thereon, shall be subject to the order and the con- 
trol of the court or a judge. 

“‘9, Unless otherwise ordered, the costs of and consequent 
on an order to arrest shall be costs of the cause. 

“10. Upon payment into court of the amount mentioned 
in the order, a receipt shall be given by the proper officer, 
and upon receiving the bond or other security, a certificate 
to that effect shall be given, signed or attested by the plain- 
tiff’s attorney, and the delivery of such receipt or certificate 
to the sheriff shall entitle the defendant to be discharged 
out of custody. 

‘11. The sheriff or other officer named either in an order 
of committal or an order to arrest under the 6th section 
shall within two days after the arrest endorse on the order 
the true date of such arrest. 

‘A. E, CocksurRn. 
« WiiiraM Bovitt. 
“Firzroy KEty.”’ 





COMMON LAW JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
Nov. 22.—Cox v. Williams. 

This was an application on the part of the plaintiff, an 
executrix, to review Master Bennett’s taxation of costs. 

Mr. Neal (Neal and Philpott) appeared for the defendant, 

Mr. Coote, for the plaintiff, declared that the master’s 
taxation was “ unfair.” 

Wites, J., said after an allegation of misconduct he 
would not hear the application, and it must go before the 
Court. 

Mr. Coote said he meant unfairness in the taxation. 

His Lorpsurr must decline to hear the case. A charge of 
misconduct must be heard in public court. 

Mr. Coote.—Would his Lordship allow him to show the 
circumstances under which he thought the taxation unfair ? 

His Lorpsure referred him to the Court. He had ridden 
a very high horse, and must go to the Court. 





ADMIRALTY COURT. 
(Before Sir R. PutiiiMore. ) 
Nov. 23.—The Hickman : Judgment. 
The County Court Admiralty Jurisdiction Act. 


This was an action for salvage services, and a tender was 
made of a sum slightly under £300, and two questions were 
for the judgment of the Court—whether, as the tender was 
accepted as sufficient, and the plaintiff had recovered a sum 
which he might have obtained under the County Court Ad- 
miralty Jurisdiction Act, and was therefore not entitled to 
costs without a certificate, that the cause was proper to be 
tried in the Admiralty Court, the Vourt should grant a cer- 
tificate ; and the second question was as to the manner in 
which the tender was made, leaving the question as to the 
costs to the Court. 

His Lorpsutr allowed the plaintiff his costs, although 
he might have recovered in the county court, there having 
been questions of difficulty in the case, and the amount re- 
covered having been only just within the jurisdiction of the 
County Court; and laid it down that in future a tender 
should state expressly whether it included costs, or whethre 
the question of costs was left to the Court. 
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COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Bacon.) 
Nov. 24.—Re Balladur. 

In this case the bankrupt applied for an order of dis- 
charge. 

Finlay Knight supported ; the bankrupt was not opposed, 

Some time after the case had been disposed cf a solicitor 
attended, and asked that it might be mentioned again. He 
said that the matter had been called on out of its turn. 

Mr. Commissioner Bacon.—I will not allow you to say 
that it was called out of its turn. 

The solicitor said it stood last of the 11 o'clock cases on 
the list at the door of the Court, and his clients, who had 
come up from the country to oppose, were waiting outside 
for the name to be called. It was a very gross case, and 
the bankrupt knew that he would be opposed. He was 
prepared to show that the accounts were insufficient. 

Mr. Commissioner Bacon.—I agree with you that it is a 
very gross case when a solicitor who ought to be in atten- 
ance in court to watch his case loiters outside, and allows 
it to be called in his absence. The matter has been disposed 
of through your mere neglect. I have no power, and, if I 
had, I have not the slightest inclination, to call it again. 





BANKRUPTCY COURT, BIRMINGHAM. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner SANDERS. ) 
Nov 19.—Re W. C. Maltby, Stourbridge, Soliciter. 

Mr. C. B. Hodgson appeared for the assignee, and Mr. 
Griffin for the bankrupt. On Friday, the 12th inst., the 
bankrupt, being examined, gave the following evidence :— 
“‘T never kept any books.—Upon your solemn oath, you say 
you never kept any books? I do.-—Never? No.—Never 
kept books since you entered into business ? No.— That you 
swear? I swear it.” He afterwards said: “ We kept a 
cash-book.—Q. Oh, you don’t call that keeping books? A. 
I never noticed it: I did not believe in it—Q. Did the 
clerks keep any? A. None except the cash-book.” 

Mr. Hodgson now produced Mr. Prince, who was formerly 
the bankrupt’s managing clerk at Dudley. He also pro- 
duced abouta dozen account books—diary, day book, ledger, 
bill book, letter book, bankruptcy book, &c. Mr. Prince 
swore that these books were kept in the bankrupt’s office in 
Dudley up to 1865, and that the bankrupt’s own handwriting 
was in “ several! of them.” 

Mr. Hodgson submitted to the Court that the bankrupt 
had clearly committed perjury. It was shown that he kept 
books up to 1865, although he swore that he never kept 
any; and that being so, the Court would no doubt dis- 
believe his oath that he had not kept books since 1865. 
On debts of £1,608 there was a nominal deficiency of 
£1,322 ; but the real deficiency would be nearly £1,600. 

Mr. Griffin said he would say nothing as to the perjury— 
that was not a matter to be dealt with in the Bankruptcy 
Court. He contended, however, that the bankrupt had 
not committed any offence under the Bankruptcy Act. 

The Commissioner said the bankrupt’s character suffered 
most severely from the exposure, and he wished he could 
punish him ; but the order of discharge must be granted. 

Mr. Hodgson said the assignee intended to prosecute the 
bankrupt for perjury. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Freperick James Smiru, Barrister-at-law, of the Home 
Circuit, has been appointed by the Home Secretary to be the 
first Recorder of the Borough of Margate. Mr. Smith was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in June, 1843, and 
practices at the various sessions in the county of Kent, and 
in the West Kent local courts. 


Mr. Cuartes Berkerty Marcerts, solicitor, of Hunting- 
don, has been appointed Registrar of the Huntingdon County 
Court, in succession to his father, Mr. Charles Margetts, 
who has resigned on account of ill-health, Mr. C. B. 
Margetts, who was certificated as a solicitor in Trinity Term, 
1852, only recently succeeded his father as coroner for 
Huntingdon and as clerk to the Commissioners of ‘Taxes 
for that borough. 


Mr. Grorcr Braxton Axpripes, solicitor, has been ap- 
pointed Undersheriff of Poole, Dorsetshire, for the ensuing 
year. Mr, Aldridge, who was certificated as a solicitor in 





Trinity Term, 1861, also fills the office of Clerk of the 
Peace and Coroner for the borough. 


Mr. Frepverick Cornett solicitor, has been appointed 
Undersheriff of the city of Worcester, for the ensuing year. 


Mr. ArtHur Burcu, solicitor, of Exeter, has been ap- 
pointed Secretary to Dr. Temple, the Bishop-elect of that 
diocese. Mr. Burch was a few months ago nominated to 
succeed the late Mr. Ralph Barnes, as secretary to the late 
Dr. Philpotts, by whose successor he has now been re-ap- 
pointed. 


Mr. Wituram Tuomas Bensty, LL.D., solicitor, of 
Norwich, has been appointed, by the Dean of Norwich, to 
be Chapter Clerk, in succession to the late Mr. John Kitson. 
Mr. Bensly, who was recently appointed secretary to the 
Lord Bishop of Norwich, matriculated at London University 
in 1852, from King’s College, and graduated as B.A. in 
1854; he was elected a Bachelor of Laws in 1864, and re- 
ceived the degree of LL.D. in 1866. 


Mr, ConstantTINE Burke, principal of the firm of Burke, 
Brothers, solicitors, of Kingston, Jamaica, has been ap- 
pointed Crown Solicitor to the Government of that island, 
in the room of Mr. A. W. Aikman, deceased. 


Mr. T. WV. Brocpen, B.A., barrister-at-law, of Lincoln’s- 
inn, and a member of the Midland Circuit, has been nomi- 
nated to a Law Studentship at St. John’s College, Cam- 
bridge. 

Mr. Epwarp StraTHEARN Gorpoy, Q.C., of the Scoteh 
Bar, has been elected to represent the Universities of 
Glasgow and Aberdeen in Parliament, in succession to the 
Right Hon. James Moncreiff, now Lord Justice Clerk. Mr. 
Gordon, who filled the office of Lord Advocate under Mr. 
Disraeli’s Government, was a candidate for the representa- 
tion of the united universitie at the last general election, 
when he was defeated by a very small majority. 


Mr. Georcr Biter, of 14, Golden-square, Westminster, 
has been appointed a London Commissioner to administer 
oaths in the Courts of Chancery and Common Law. 


Mr. Epwarp Frencu Butremer Harstoy, of 16, King- 
street, Cheapside, has been appointed a London Commissioner 
for administering oaths in the Courts of Common Law. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Soxicirors’ Accounts. 

Sir,—I ask permission to reply to the letter of your cor- 
respondent who signs himself ‘‘A Law Accountant and 
Costs Draftsman.” I should imagine he learnt his business 
in Messrs. Kain & Co.'s office, judging by several allusions 
which are caviare to the general. He speaks of what their 
articled pupils do. Now few outsiders would know that 
they took articled pupils; s:ill fewer would have known or 
cared how such pupils performed their duties. Further, Mr. 
Kain is spoken of as a professor of statistics—whatever that 
may mean in his office, the title is elsewhere unknown ; 
still further, the writer uses with quotation marks the 
word * boldly.” Now unless this word be a cant phrase in 
the office its use is ridiculous. There are other words quoted 
which may also be be cant phrases, otherwise their use is 
silly. And thus again the writer’s bitterness of tone may 
be accounted for in a measure, by the propensity some have 
of endeavouring to kick down the ladder by which they 
have risen. The writer, who thus appears to know so much 
about Mr. Kain’s office, ought to have known that he is the 
author of three systems, not one only, as implied. In one 
of these, at least, there ought to be no difficulty, as that 
contains only ore column on each side of the cash book (or 
cash journal, as Mr. Kain appropriately calls it). Another 
plan contains éwo columns on each side, while the third has 
three columns or more. It is the latter, I suppose, to which 
the writer refers in such silly and exaggerated terms. 
have had the triple column system (so called) in use in my 
office for many years. I found it easy of acquirement and 
simple to understand, and most certainly I have derived 
great benefit from its adoption, being able, at any time, 
with little difficulty, to know how I stand with myself, my 
business, and my clients, both individually and collectively. 
The firm of law accountants of which Mr. Kain is the senior 
partner is too well known to require adventitious aid, and 
it may be that their letter, which has so roused the bile of 
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their anonymous opponent in business, was looked upon by 
himas a puff. For my own part, I confess, it would be 
better for them in future to avoid writing on subjects 
necessitating a reference to their systems of book-keeping, 
which, having been so long before the profession, are sut- 
ficiently well known to stand on their own merits. They will 
thus escape the attacks of “ rival” “Law Accountants and 
Costs Draftsmen.” A Soricrror. 
Liverpool, Nov. 23, 1869. 





THE Law oF Distress For RENT. 

Sir,—I think you have slightly misapprehended some 
portions of my letter of last week in the Journal on this 
subject. You ascribe tc me the opinion that ‘ the present 
law of distress should be abolished, and the landlord left to 
his action;” if you will turn to the commencement of my 
letter you will find that what I said was that ‘ occasionally 
cases happen which show that he is really worse off than 
he would be if left to the ordinary remedy of an action.” 

If you will refer to my last paragraph you will see that 
I do not propose to abolish the landlord’s right to distrain, 
but to hedge it round with restrictions such as would render 
it extremely difficult if not next to impossible for a 
fictitious claimant to property to assert his claim by what 
I cannot help considering the clumsy expedient (for such 
a purpose) of a distress warrant as the law now stands. 
My proposition then is that when a landlord finds it neces- 
sary to enforce payment of his rent by legal process he 
should go through some such form as this. He should 
apply to a police court or a county court, either by himself 
or his duly authorised agent or brokers, that he should ex- 
hibit his warrant of distress and deposit with the court an 
affidavit that he is the landlord in actual possession of the 
premises upon which he seeks to distrain, and stating the 
amount of rent due and the term for which it is due. 
Thereupon the magistrate or judge or registrar should 
countersign the warrant and order the seal of the court to 
be affixed, when the document should have all the force of 
the present distress warrant which is issued on the mere 
motion of the landlord alone. One of the effects of this 
would be that a false claimant would, before he could dis- 
train, have to commit perjury in an affidavit, and thus ren- 
der himself liable to four years’ penal servitude, or he would 
have to forge the seal of the court and the name of the 
official signing the warrant, for which offences he would be 
liable to similar punishment. The landlord would be in 
little fear of false claimants in the face of such penalties, and 
even a claimant with a doubtful or good claim would prefer 
to test it by an action rather than run such risks; the 
tenant who is now made a sort of buffer between the con- 
tending parties—a corpus vile, over whose prostrate form the 
battle is fought out always to his disadvantage, would be 
no party to a struggle in which he ought to have no interest, 
but in which he is generally the chief sufferer whoever 
wins. 

One word as to the rarity of fictitious claims, and the 
difficulty of getting brokers to undertake to enforce them. 
The Government Returns, as far as I know, do not give the 
figures relating to replevins, but I have data before me 
which will afford some clue to the facts. My data refer to 
about one-fourth of London, and include a period of about 
twelve years down to the present date, and I find that we 
have about ten replevin warrants per annum, or forty for 
the whole of the metropolis—that is, assuming that the south 
of London is about.the same as other portions in this re- 
spect. And supposing again, that the rest of England and 
Wales are similar to that of London we have in round 
numbers about 240 replevin warrants per annum. Follow- 
ing out this process of applying my particular data to the 
general case—a process doubtless fatal to some calculations 
but tolerably trustworthy in this—I find that the claimants 
are almost invariably found to be wrong when the cases are 
tried. Probably five per cent. substantiate their claims, and 
the rest are shams. It thus follows that considerably over 
200 tenants are distrained on annually by persons to whom 
the tenants are under no legal obligation whatever to pay 
rent, and over 200 landlords are harrassed by claims which 
turn out to be purely fictitious. It is no doubt true that 
these cases are considerably less than they would be if 
brokers had no fear of actions for trespass before their eyes, 
but there are brokers to be found (I write with no disre- 
spect to the great body of them) who have no more fear of 
actions-at-law than they have scruples of conscience. This 





is sufficiently proved by the fact—I think I may assume it 
as a fact—that brokers are found to execute every year more 
than 200 doubtful and sham warrants of distress. Thus 
you see that what you speak of as something that only 
‘* might be,”’ is occurring about four times a week. 

I do not deny the possibility of any process of law being 
imitated or forged, but, after atolerably long experience, I have 
never heard of a county court or a police court, or, indeed, 
a warrant of any court being forged. The difficulty and 
danger, as well as the expense, are too great, and I am 
strongly impressed wfth the opinion that if the warrant of 
distress for rent were required to be in some such official 
form as I have suggested, the 200 false claims to property 
per annum would nearly, if not entirely, cease to be made. 

Nov. 24. H. R. 

P.S.—As a matter of information, 1 may add that in the 
case I described in my former letter the old woman and 
her two brokers have been committed by the Lambeth 
Police Court for trial at the ensuing Surrey Sessions. The 
magistrate at first refused to entertain the case at all, and 
referred the landlord to the county court, telling him he 
must replevy. On the uselessness of that process in such 
a case being pointed out to him he allowed summonses to 
issue, and ultimately committed all three for trial, accept- 
ing, however, their own bail. It seems strange that a case 
of so much public importance should have found no place 
in the general newspapers.—H. R. 





Important To FRIENDLY SocrerIES. 

Sir,—A paragraph has been going the round of the 
papers, headed as above, to the effect that the Registrar of 
Friendly Societies in England lately told a deputation re- 
presenting various benefit societies, that a lunatic member 
could not claim sick pay, on the ground of illness. In 
support of this dictum he is said to have cited R. v. Man- 
chester, and R. v. Huddersfield. The first of these is reported 
6 E. & B. 919, 5 W. R. 20; 2 Jur. N.S. 1205; the second 
I have been unable to discover, at least, I have not found 
any case of that name in any way bearing on the point. 
R. v. Manchester turned upon the question whether lunacy 
was “sickness” within the 9 & 10 Vict. c. 66, s. 4, so as to 
render a pauper irremovable; and it was held that it was 
not. But it seems to me that this case did not decide 
broadly that lunacy was not sickness in contemplation of 
law, but merely that it was not sickness within the meaning 
of the particular statute in question. Surely, upon every 
principle of justice, lunacy ought to be considered as sick- 
ness sufficient to entitle the patient to sick pay. The 
registrar, however, thinks differently, and says that the 
officers of any society paying money in such a case, would be 
guilty of a misappropriation of the funds, and would be 
liable to be prosecuted for doing so. Will some of your 
readers give their opinion on this question ? 

Nov. 23rd, 1869, H. F. A. D. 

[The second case referred to is Reg. v. Huddersfield, 5 W. 
R. 629, in which it was decided that lunacy is not a tem- 


porary sickness within the meaning of the above statute. 
Ep, 5. J 








IRELAND. 


(From our own Correspondent.) 
Dvusxin, Thursday, Nov. 25. 

Term ends this day, and nothing of importance has oc- 
curred in our legal circles. The Mastership of the Rolls is 
still vacant; the business of that court is practically ata 
standstill, and will now, in all probability, continue so un- 
til the beginning of next term. It seems to have been for 
some time back taken for granted that the appointment will 
be accepted by the Attorney-General, the Right Honourable 
Edward Sullivan, M.P. for Mallow Borough, and it is under- 
stood that the delay in making the appointment is owing to 
olitical exigencies requiring him to continue for some time 
onger at his post of chief law officer of the Government. 
His appointment will give very general satisfaction. At 
our Chancery bar he had for several years occupied a promi- 
nent place, until called away by his Parliamentary duties; 
and for many years before he had occupied a leading posi- 
tion upon the Munster Circuit at the outer, and subsequently 
at the inner, bar. He will doubtless carry with him to the 


bench that untiring industry and lawyerlike spirit which 
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have so long characterised him, and prove a worthy successor 
ofhim whose untimely death we all deplore. 

In the event of the Attorney-General’s elevation to the 
bench, it is thought that as the present Solicitor-General, 
who will take his place, is without a seat in the House, some 
one of our legal M.P.’s must be appointed Solicitor-General. 
Rumour is rife, but Mr. Serjeant Dowse, M.P. for Derry, and 
David Sherlock, Q.C., M.P. for the King’s County are unques- 
tionably the favourites. ; 

The City of Dublin Election Commissioners, Hugh Law, 
Q.C., chairman, Edward Tandy, Q.C., and Mr. William 
O’Connor Morris, are to hold their first setting on the 29th 


inst. 

During the last ten days, the Courts of Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer were respectively engaged 
for some time in disposing of a series of motions of a some- 
what novel character. Upon one day a number amount- 
ing in all, to fifteen writs of summons and plaint were 
issued out of our three law courts at the suit of a person 
named Bramble, against Major Knox, the proprietor of the 
Irish Times, for the recovery of fifteen penalties of £50 
created by a recent Act, for the publication in his news- 
paper of advertisements offering rewards for the recovery of 
missing property, and guaranteeing that no questions should 
be asked of the person restoring the etnies in question. 
For instance—£5 reward.—Lost, coming out of the Rotundo 
last Tuesday night 12th, a gold watch and chain. If left at 
Mr. M. Dowell’s, 2, Henry-street, the above reward will be 
given and no questions asked.” 

Each of these writs was not only issued on one day, but 
was at the suit of the same person, was signed by the same 
attorney and counsel, and, for all that appeared to the con- 
trary, the whole fifteen causes of action might have been 
included in one writ of summons and plaint in pursuance of 
the Common Law Procedure Amendment (Ireland) Act, 
1852. Two writs had been issued in the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, six in the Court of Common Pleas, and five in the 
Court of Exchequer. Counsel for the defendant, Major 
Knox, therefore moved each of the three Courts to conso- 
lidate the actions brought in each respectively. The mo- 
tions were substantially granted in all three Courts, the 
orders varying merely as to the form of the order; and in 
the Common Pleas and Exchequer, the Courts marked their 
sense of the oppressive character of the proceedings by 
giving the costs of the motion against the plaintiff. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. JUSTICE HAYES. 

It is with extreme regret that we record the death of Mr. 
Justice Hayes, who expired on Wednesday night. On 
Friday Sir G. Hayes was in court, and apparently in his 
usual health. He heard a summons in his private room, 
and was leaving for his home at Esher when he was seized 
with what at first was supposed to be paralysis or apoplexy. 
He scarcely rallied at all and died at Westminster Palace 
Hotel, to which he had been removed after the seizure. 
Sir G. Hayes was educated at Highgate aad the Roman 
Catholic College at Ware, Herts. He was called to the 
Bar at the Middle Temple in 1830, received the coif in 
1856, and in 1860 was granted a patent of precedence to 
rank next after Mr. A. J. Stephens, Q.C. Not long after 
this he became Recorder of Leicester. He was the leader 
of the old Midland Circuit, but under the re-arranged circuit 
gave way to Mr. Overend, Q.C. When three new Common 
Law Judges were appointed, under the Parliamentary Elec- 
tions Act, 1868, Serjeant Hayes became a Justice of the 
Queen’s Bench. It is not tco much to say that no 
judicial appointment ever gave more general satisfaction. 
Serjeant Hayes was the most genial and popular of men, 
both on his circuit and off it. In addition to this he was a 
scholar and a sourd lawyer. As a humorist he had few 
equals. To describe him as an habitual joker would be an 
utter inaccuracy; his wit was of the character indicated iu 
Mr. Henry Taylor’s assertion that a truly humorous mind is 
always a grave one,—an assertion, indeed, which amounts to 
a truism. The late judge never took any active part in 
politics. He married in 1839 a Miss Hale, of Leicester, by 
whom he leaves a family of four sons and a daughter. The 
cause of his death proved to be the rupture of a blood- 
vessel in the brain. 


—-— 





MR. C. F. ROTHERY. 

We have to announce the death of Mr. Charles Frederick 
Rothery, Assistant-Judge and Acting Chief Justice of the 
Bahama Islands, which took place at Nassau on the 19th of 
October, of yellow fever. In January, 1847, he was ap- 
pointed a Commissioner in the Mixed British and Portu- 
guese Slave Trade Commission established at Boa Vista, in 
the Cape de Verd Islands, under the provisions of the treaty 
signed at Lisbon in July, 1842. When the office was 
abolished in January, 1852, Mr. Rothery obtained a com- 
pensation allowance from the Foreign Office; but a few years 
ago he was nominated by the Colonial Office authorities to 
be Assistant-Justice and Judge of Common Pleas in the 
Bahama Islands, and has lately been acting as Chief Justice 
during the absence of Mr. Doyle. 





MR. HENRY PRITCHARD, JUN. 

The death of Mr. Henry Pritchard, jun., barrister-at- 
law, of Trescawen, Co. Anglesey, took place on the 13th 
November, after a long and painfal illness, at the early age 
of thirty-two years. The deceased gentleman was the 
eldest son and heir of Mr. Henry Pritchard, of Tres- 
cawen, a magistrate, and deputy-lieutenant of Anglesey, 
by Martha, daughter of J. Moulsdale, Esq., of Bryndyfryn. 
He was born in 1838, and received his education at Oriel 
College, Oxford, where he graduated M.A. in 1860. He was 
called to the Bar at Lincoln’s Inn in November, 1865, but 
does not seem to have practised. 





MR. ROWLAND PRICE, 

This gentleman, a solicitor, of Stourbridge, Worcester- 
shire, died suddenly on the 15th November, of heart- 
disease. Mr. Price took out his certificate as a solicitor in 
Trinity Term, 1836, and was a member of the Incorporated 
Law Society. He occupied a high position in Stourbridge 
as a public man; he took the initiatory step in obtaining 
the new Town Act, under which that place is governed, 
and it was a proposition of his to go to Parliament for an 
Act to govern the greater part of the parish of Kingswinford 
that led the neighbouring parishes of Quarry-bank and 
Brierley-hill to adopt the Local Government Act of 1858. 
Mr. Price was a Conservative registration agent for West 
Staffordshire. 








SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSOCIA- 
TION. 


Tue Fuston oF Law aAnp Equtry.* 


It would be difficult to say anything ew on the subject 
of the fusion of lawand equity. And as the Judicature Com- 
missioners have reported in favour of such fusion, it is 
hardly necessary to enforce it by argument. Nevertheless, 
now that the whole subject has been brought into a focus, 
it may be useful to bring together the valuable matter which 
has been collected, and to reduce it into small and readable 
compass. In doing this, I propose to avail myself of much 
printed matter; but this, except some extracts from the 
Commissioners’ report, will be new to most of those now pre- 
sent. 

The Incorporated Law Society and the Metropolitan and 
Provincial Law Association took a leading part in bringing 
facts and arguments before the Commissioners. Each society 
selected members of its governing body, who joined together 
as an associated committee, presided over by Mr. Frere as 
President of the Incorporated Law Society. This committee 
invited written and oral communications from its members, 
and these, when received, formed a basis for the considera- 
tion subsequently given to the subject. The associated 
committee ultimately came to a series of resolutions sug- 
gesting the continuance of the existing system of courts, 
with improvements to assimilate and harmonize them by 
degrees, and they compiled tables showing the points of 
difference between the procedure of various courts. I may 
be permitted to express my regret that I was not enabled, at 
an earlier period, to bring before the associated committee 
a series of proposed resolutions, with reasons, enforcing the 
fusion of law and equity, which were culled from the com- 





A paper read at the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association meeting on the 19th ult., by Mr. J. M. Clabon. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Nov. 27, 1869, 











munications which have been mentioned, and, as I think, 
expressed the views of a considerable majority of those who 
made them. From the favourable opinions which were ex- 
pressed as tomy resolutions when they were brought for- 
ward, I may venture to say that, at least, they would have 
raised interesting discussions. But the associated com- 
mittee had already adopted the leading principles of the 
resolutions ultimately passed ; and I was too late. I sent 
my proposed resolutions to the Commissioners, with the 
assent of the associated committee, and I trust I shall not 
be deemed guilty of egotism when I say that the main points 
of my proposed resolutions and of the report of the Commis- 
sioners are much alike. 

In the communication which I originally made to the 
associated committee the origin of the double system of 
law and equity was stated as follows :— 

Blackstone tells us that the distinction between law and 
equity, as administered in different courts, was not known, 
nor seemed ever to have been known, in any other country 
than ourown. He adds, that the difference of one from 
the other, when administered by the same tribunals, was 
familiar tothe Romans, the Jus Pretorium, or discretion of 
the Pretor, being distinct from the Leges, or standing 
laws; but the power of both centered in one and the same 
Imagistrate, who was equally intrusted to pronounce the rule 
of law, and to apply it to particular cases by the principles 
of equity (Comm. III. 50). 

In England Courts of Equity seem to have had their 
origin in the strictness with which the Courts of Law con- 
fined themselves to the king’s original writs, or forms of 
procedure, occasioning harsh and imperfect judgments. 
The injured suitor thereupon applied to the king for redress, 
and the king referred it to his Chancellor to devise a new 
writ, or mode of procedure, to meet the equity of the case. 
After a time, the separate jurisdiction of the Chancery, as 
a Court of Equity, began to he established, and the invention 
by ecclesiastics (desirous of legitimating conveyances of 
land for the benefit of their order, by way of use or trust) 
of the writ of subpcena, which compelled the examination on 


oath of the defendant, gave to the Chancellor a new and | ase ; ° 
the « > § a | Common Law to grant injunctions, and to allow equitable 


peculiar power. The assistance of this power naturally 
attracted all those cases in which the private knowledge of 


the defendant rendered his examination on oath desirable. | 


Thus were brought to the Chancellor's court cases of trust, | 


iscovery, andfraud. By-and-bye the forms of the court 
gave iacilities for inquiring into matters of account, of part- 
nership, of alministering the estates of deceased persons, 
aud other like matters, in which the masters of the court, 
mceting the parties familiarly in their chambers, were 
enabled to make enquiries into matters of detail, on which 
they reported, thereby enabling the judge to give the neces- 
sary «ulrections. 

The Courts of Equity, thus established, formed a system 
ef procedure for themselves, different from that of the 
Courts of Law. I cannot find any peculiar merit in this 
system to require its perpetuation as a separate system. 
Resulting from the narrow forms and strict rules of the 
Courts of Law, and from the greed of churchmen, our 
Courts of Equity served their paess in our earlier history. 

the reasons which ied to their separate formation 
el; while they themselves remained. It cannot be 
denied that their peculiar mode of procedure has since 
been productive of benefit to the suitor, but it is a 
benefit which can be administered by one court acting as 
an amalgamated Court of Law and Equity. The existence 
of two of courts, with different systems, must be an 
inconvenience and an evil. 

My paper then proceeded to describe the course of 
modern legislation in attempting to give remedies to suitors 
without driving them from one court to another ; but the 
report of the Commissioners contains a better description 
than mine, and I therefore quote from thence in prefer- 
ence :--—— 

“ The evils of this double system of judicature, and the 
confusion and conflict of jurisdiction to which it has led, 
have been long known and acknowledged. 

“The subject engaged the attention of the Commis- 
signers appointed in 1851 to inquire into the constitution of 
the Court of Chancery. Those learned Commissioners, 
after pointing out some of the defects in the administration 
of justice arising out of the conflicting systems of proce- 
dure and modes of redress adopted by the Courts of 
Counmon Saw and Equity respectively, state their opinion 
that ‘a practical and effectual remedy for many of the evils 











in question may be found in such a transfer or blending of 
jurisdiction, coupled with such other practical amendments, 
as will render each court competent to administer complete 
justice in the cases which fall under its cognisance.’ 

“Tn like manner the Commissioners appointed in 1850 to 
inquire into the constitution of the Common Law Courts 
make, in their second report, a very similar recommenda. 
tion. They report that ‘it appeared to them that the 
Courts of Common Law, to be able satisfactorily to admi- 
nister justice, ought to possess in all matters within their 
jurisdiction the power to give all the redress necessary to 
protect and vindicate common law rights, and to prevent 
wrongs, whether existing or likely to happen unless pre- 
vented’; and further that ‘a consolidation of all the ele. 
ments of a complete remedy in the same court was ob- 
viously desirable, not to say imperatively necessary, to the 
establishment of a consistent and rational system of pro- 


+ cedure.’ 


“In consequence of these reports several Acts of Parlia- 
ment have been passed for the purpose of carrying out to 
a limited extent the recommendations of the Commis- 
sioners. 

“By virtue of these Acts the Court of Chancery is now, 


; not only empowered, but bound to decide for itself all 


questions of common law, without having recourse, as for- 
merly, to the aid of a Common Law Court, whether such 
questions arise incidentally in the course of the suit, or 
constitute the foundation ofa suit, in which a more effectual 
remedy is sought for the violation of a common law right, 
or a better protection against its violation than can be had 
at common law. The Court is further empowered to take 
evidence orally in open court, and in certain cases to award 
damages for breaches of eontract or wrongs as at common 
law ; and trial by jury—the great\distinctive feature of the 
common law—has recently, for the first time, been intro- 


| duced into the Court of Chancery, 


“On the other hand, the Courts of Common Law are now 


| authorised to compel discovery in all cases in which a Court 


of Equity would have enforced it in a suit instituted for the 
purpose. A limited power has been conferred on Courts of 


defences to be pleaded, and in certain cases to grant relief 
from forfeitures. These changes, however, fall far short of 
the recommendations of the Common Law Commissioners, 
who in their final report expressed the opinion, that power 
should be conferred on the Common Law Courts ‘to give, 
in respect of rights there recognised, all the protection and 
redress which at present can be obtained in any jurisdic- 
tion.’ 

“The alterations to which we have referred have no 
doubt introduced considerable improvements into the pro- 
cedure both of the Common Law and Equity Courts; but, 
after a careful consideration of the subject, and judging 
now with the advantage of many years’ experience of the 
practical working of the systems actually in force, we are 
of opinion that ‘the transfer or blending of jurisdiction” 
attempted to be carried out by recent Acts of Parliament, 
even if it had been adopted to the full extent recommended 
by the Commissioners, is not a sufficient or adequate remedy 
for the evils complained of, and would at best have miti- 
gated but not removed the most prominent of those evils, 

“The authority now possessed by the Court of Chancery to 
decide for itself all questions of common law has no doubt 
worked beneficially. But the mode of taking evidence 
orally before an examiner, instead of before the judge who 
has to decide the case, has justly caused much dissatisfac- 
tion; and trial by jury,—whether from the reluctance of 
the judge or of the counsel to adopt such an innovation, or 
from the complexity of the issues generally involved in the 
suit, or because the proceedings in chancery do not givo 
rise to 80 many conflicts of evidence as proceedings in other 
courts,—has been attempted in comparatively few cases. 

“Tn the Common Law Courts the power to compel dis- 
covery has been extensively used, and has proved most salu- 
tary; but the jurisdiction conferred on those courts to 
grant injunctions and to allow equitable defences to be 
pleaded has been so limited and restricted,—the former ex- 
tending only to cases where there has been an actual viola- 
tion of the right, and the latter being confined to those 
equitable defences where the Court of Chancery would have 
granted a perpetual and unconditional injunction,—that 
these remedies have not been of much practical uso at 
common law, and suitors have geny osve d been obliged to 
resort to the Court of Chancery, as before, for the purpose 
of obtaining a complete remedy. 
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“ Much therefore of the old mischief still remains, notwith- 
standing the changes which have been introduced ; and the 
Court of Chancery necessarily continues to exercise the 
jurisdiction of restraining actions atlaw on equitable grounds, 
and even claims to exercise that jurisdiction in cases where 
an equitable defence might be properly pleaded at common 
law. 

“Tt may be further observed, in illustration of the evils 
of the double procedure, that whenever a new class of busi- 
ness arises, such as the litigation arising out of railway and 
other joint-stock companies, proceedings, frequently of an 
experimental character, are commenced both at law and in 
equity by different suitors, leading to the inconvenience of 
protracted litigation, and the danger of conflicting judg- 
ments. We may refer to the litigation lately pending be- 
tween the sellers of railway shares and the jobbers on the 
Stock Exchange, by which the sellers sought to obtain an 
indemnity from the jobbers against calls. ‘The litigation 
began in a Court of Common Law. A suit in equity 
soon followed, by a different plaintiff against the same de- 
fendants, both suits asking for similar redress. ‘The Court 
of Common Law decided in favour of the plaintiff. The 
Court of Equity shortly after delivered judgment to the 
same effect. The defendants appealed in both suits ; in the 
one case to the Exchequer Chamber, in the other to the 
Court of Appeal in Chancery. Both appeals were pending 
at the same time, but there was no official machinery by 
which the Judges of Appeal in Chancery and the Court of 
Exchequer Chamber could enter into communication with 
the view of arriving at a common result. The Court of 
Exchequer Chamber reversed the judgment of the Court 
below; the Court of Appeal in Chancery, acting indepen- 
dently of the Court of Exchequer Chamber, arrived at the 
same conclusion, and about the same time delivered its 
judgment, reversing the decision of the Vice-Chancellor. 

he defendants were thus subjected to litigation (at the 
instance, no doubt, of different parties), carried on at the 
same time in different courts, and exposed to the risk of 
conflicting decisions, those courts operating under different 
forms of procedure, and being controlled by different Courts 
of Appeal. 

“ The litigation arising out of joint-stock companies has 
constituted a very large proportion of the business which 
has engaged the attention of Courts of Law and Equity for 
some years. Directors of joint-stock companies fill the 
double character of agents and trustees for the companies 
and shareholders ; and the effect of their acts and represen- 
tations has frequently been brought into question in both 
jurisdictions, and sometimes with opposite results. The 


considerable, as to convince most persons, who have fol- 
lowed the development of this branch of the law, of the 
necessity that exists for a tribunal invested with full power 
of dealing with all the complicated rights and obligations 
springing out of such transactions, and of administering 
complete and appropriate relief, no matter whether the 
rights and obligations involved are what are called legal or 
equitable, 

“The present state of the county courts may also be 
appropriately referred to, as exhibiting the strange working 
of a system of separate jurisdictions, even when exercised 
by the same court. 

“The county court has jurisdiction in common law cases, 
up to £50 in contracts, and to £10 in torts. It has also 
equitable jurisdiction in certain cases when the value of the 
property in dispute does not exceed £500, and in at least 
one of such cases—namely, an administration suit, it is now 
competent for any county court judge to restrain the prose- 
cution of actions brought by creditors in any »f the Superior 
Courts of Common Law. By an Act of Parliament of last 
session some of the county courts have also been invested 
with Admiralty jurisdiction in a large class of cases where 
the amount in dispute does not exceed, in some cases £150 
and in others £300. ‘There is an appeal in each class of 
cases, within certain limits, to a Court of Common Law, to 
the Court of Chancery, or to the Court of Admiralty. But 
these jurisdictions, though conferred on the samo court and 
the samo judge, still remain (like the common law and 
equity sides of the old Court of Exchequer) quite distinet 
and separate. ‘Tho judge has no power to administer in one 
and the samo suit any combination of tho different remedies 
which belong to his three jurisdictions, however convenient 
or appropriate such redress may be. ‘That can only be ac- 








complished, under the county court system, by three distinct 
suits brought in the same court and before the same judge, 
carried on under three different forms of procedure, and 
controlled by three different courts of appeal. In this case 
therefore, although we appear at first sight to have obtained 
that great desideratum, which the Common Law Commis- 
sioners call ‘the consolidation of all the elements of a com- 
plete remedy in the same court,’ yet, as that remedy can 
only be had in three separate suits, the evil is equally 
great.” 

I return to my paper for a short statement as to the exist- 
ing state of things. 

My conclusion then is that inconvenience still arises 
from the separation. Parliament, by its assimilation of the 
proceedings of either court to those of the other, has ad- 
mitted the existence of past inconvenience, and has attempted 
to remedy it. In so doing it has given co-crdinate jurisdic- 
tion over similar subject matter to the two systems, which 
still in many things preserve their original forms. Chancery 
commences her proceedings with a common sense statement 
of facts, by bill or petition, followed by a common sense 
defence by answer. Common law commences by formal 
declaration and plea, which convey no information to any 
mind but a legal one. And so when Mr. Skimpin, in the 
action of Bardweil v. Pickwick, had proceeded to “‘ open the 
case,” the case appeared to have very little inside when he 
had opened it, he having kept such particulars as he knew 
completely to himself, leaving the jury, after a lapse of 
three minutes, in precisely the same state of advanced wis- 
dom as they were in before. Courts of Equity having 
achieved the distinction of permitting the parties to state 
their respective cases in a plain way, which all can under- 
stand, relapse into anti-common sense, by taking evidence 
in the shape of an affidavit, or before an examiner, who is 
not to hear the cause. In the one case the witnesses but 
too frequently adopt what has been prepared for them by 
another person (to wit, the solicitor’s clerk), in language 
not their own, and with every variety of suggestion which 
leading questions can offer. In the other case it is left to 
the judge to sift the evidence of persons whom he has never 
seen, without any opportunity of noticing their demeanour, 
without the actual question and answer, and without having 
before him all those minutiz which the personal contact of 
judge and witness alone can give. Courts of Law, on the 
other hand, beginning at this point to indue principles of 
common sense, adopt the natural proceeding of bringing 
the witness in person before the very tribunal which is to 
sift and decide on his evidence.” 

It must surely be an inconvenience to have two such 


expense thus needlessly incurred has been so great, and the | Separate systems. 


perplexity thereby occasioned in the conduct of business so | s regi ti te aad ; 
i | resolutions, epitomising the communications of the various 


Among the reasons for fusion, as given in my proposed 


members of the associated committee, were the following :— 

There is an universal feeling that, as expressed in Mr. 
Ford’s paper, few would wish to establish the existing dis- 
tinct departments of lawand equity, if called upon to form 
a system of jurisprudence on a tabula rasa ; or, as expressed 
in Mr. Burton’s paper, that, if we were now for the first 
time establishing a system of jurisprudence for a new coun- 
try, it would never be suggested that two sets of antagon- 
istic courts, and systems of law, and modes of procedure, 
should be established ; 

Manifold inconveniences arise from the separation of the 
jurisdiction of the Courts of Law and Equity, amongst 
which may be mentioned, as expressed in Mr. Bircham’s 
paper ; 

(a) That the matter to be disposed of by our courts, liti- 
gant and non-litigant, is, beyond all precedent, eatensive ; 

(0) That it is not unfrequently the case (even when the 
jurisdiction is clear) that the whole of one entire service, 
right, or remedy, is incapable of being obtained by applica- 
tion to one and the same court ; 

(c) That the separate jurisdictions of the courts, to a cer- 
tain extent, contlict ; that is to say, in the exercise of their 
respective functions, different courts give to the suitor con- 
trary results in respect of substantially the same subject- 
matter; 

(d) That there are cases in which there is real doubt as 
to which of the courts has jurisdiction ; 

Such doubts being exemplified, in Mr. Burton's paper, by 
the recent cases of the holders of land whose property has 
been taken from them by insolvent railway companies, 
there being reported cases of ejectments against the com. 
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pany at law which failed; and cf cases in chancery which 
were at first equally unsuccessful ; 

And such inconveniences being exemplified— 

By Mr. Gregory’s instance of a lease, where the lessee 
became bankrupt, thereby forfeiting his lease, but continued 
to hold on, and gave notice of sale, which was in breach of a 
covenant in the lease—and the remedies of the lessor were : 
1. An ejeetment at law to recover possession ; 2. A suit-in 
chancery for an injunction to prevent the sale; with, 3. 
The chance, if the injunction order was upset on appeal, of 
an action by the bankrupt or his assignees for damage by 
reason of the stopping of the sale ; 

And, by Mr. Bromley’s instances, of the necessity still 
existing of sometimes applying to equity for an injunction 
against an action at law, arising from the incapacity of the 
Court of Law to do complete justice in cases where a per- 
petual injunction would not be granted in equity; and of 
the incapacity of a Court of Law to grant specific perform- 
ance, and also of its incapacity to give any specific judg- 
ment against a specific fund, or any other judgment (except 
under the Mercantile Law Amendment Act, 19 & 20 Vict. c. 
97, s. 2, and under the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854) 
than one for damages ; 

The benefits of the separation of the jurisdiction of Courts 
of Law and Equity are confined, as expressed in Mr. Bir- 
cham’s paper, to the superiority of knowledge and experi- 
ence assumed to be obtained by those who apply themselves 
exclusively to separate branches of our system of laws; 
but that such division of labour, and its attendant advan- 
tages, might be secured (as also expressed by Mr. Bircham) 
though the tribunals might not be separate, inasmuch as the 
transaction of the business of any universal court would 
naturally be so divided by arrangement among its members 
that there would be, in practice, branches of the court before 
which it would be found convenient, or made necessary, 
that business of particular classes should be conducted, and 
thus the peculiar aptitude of the judges and a bar to deal 
with such classes be preserved ; 

The separation of the jurisdiction of Courts of Law and 
Equity, as expressed in Mr. Janson’s paper, generally an- 
cillary to, but sometimes conflicting with, one another, is 
eminently irrational and unsatisfactory, presenting an 
anomaly which can only be explained by reference to the 
history of our law, and being, in short, an anachronism. 

The Commissioners state their conclusions as follows :— 

We are of opinion that the defects above adverted to 
cannot be completely remedied by any mere transfer or 
blending of jurisdiction between the courts as at present 
constituted ; and that the first step towards meeting and 
surmounting the evils complained of will be the consolida- 
tion of all the Superior Courts of Law and Equity, together 
with the Courts of Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty, into 
one Court, to be called “ Her Majesty’s Supreme Court,” 





Courts of Admiralty, Divorce and Probate, we think it 
would be convenient that those courts should be consoli- 
dated, and form one chamber or division of the Supreme 
Court, 

We further recommend that in order to prepare for any 
changes that may hereafter be thought expedient in the 
constitution of these chambers or divisions of the Supreme 
Court, all future judicial and other appointments therein 
should be made subject to the possibility of such changes, 

Between the several chambers or divisions of the Su- 
preme Court sv constituted it would be necessary to make 
such a classification of business as might seem desirable 
with reference to the nature of the suits and the relief to be 
sought or administered therein, and the ordinary distribu- 
tion of business among the different chambers or divisions 
should be regulated according to such classification. For 
the same reason which induces us to recommend the reten- 
tion for the present of the distinctive titles of the different 
courts in their new character, as so many divisions of the 
Supreme Court, we think that such classification should in 
the first instance be made on the principle of assigning as 
nearly as practicable to those chambers or divisions such 
suits as would now be commenced in the respective courts 
as at present constituted ; with power, however, to the Su- 
preme Court to vary or alter this classification in such 
manner as may from time to time be deemed expedient. 

It should further be competent for any chamber or divi- 
sion of the Supreme Court to order a suit to be transferred 
at any stage of its progress to any other chamber or division 
of the Court, if it appears that justice can thereby be more 
conveniently done in the suit; but except for the purpose 
of obtaining such transfer, it should not be competent for 
any party to object to the prosecution of any suit in the 
particular chamber or division in which it is being prose- 
cuted, on the ground that it ought to have been brought or 
prosecuted in some other chamber or division of the Court, 
‘When such transfer has been made, the chamber or division 
to which the suit has been so transferred will take up the 
suit at the stage to which it had advanced in the first cham- 
ber, and proceed thenceforward to dispose of it in the same 
manner as if it had been originally commenced in the 
chamber or division to which it was transferred. 

From the consolidation of all the present Superior Courts 
into one Supreme Court, it follows that all the judges of 
those courts will become judges of the Supreme Court ; and 
thus every judge (with the exception of those who are to 
sit exclusively in the Appellate Court hereinafter recom- 
mended), though belonging to a particular division, will be 


| competent to sit in any other division of the court when- 


ever it may be found convenient for the administration of 
justice. 
Time does not permit me to pursue the subject into detail. 


| The Cummissioners set forth very clearly a series of recom- 


in which Court shall be vested all the jurisdiction which is | 
now exerciseable by each and all the courts so consolidated. | 
This consolidation would at once put an end to all con- | 


flicts of jurisdiction. No suitor could be defeated because 
he commenced his suit in the wrong court, and send- 
ing the suitor from equity to law or from law to 
equity, to begin his suit over again in order to obtain 
redress, will be no longer possible. 

The Supreme Court thus constituted would of course 
be divided into as many chambers or divisions as the nature 
and extent or the convenient despatch of business might 
require. 

All suits, however, should be instituted in the Supreme 
Court, and not in any particular chamber or division of it; 


and each chamber or division should possess all the jurisdic. | 


tion of the Supreme Court with respect to the subject- 
matter of the suit, and with respect to every defence which 
may be made thereto, whether on legal or equitable grounds, 
and should be enabled to grant such relief or to apply such 
remedy or combination of remedies as may be appropriate 
or necessary in order to do complete justice between the 
parties in the case before the Court, or, in other words, such 
remedies as all the present Courts combined have now 
jurisdiction to administer. 

“ We consider it expedient, with a view to facilitate the 
transition from the old to the new system, and to make the 
proposed change at first as little inconvenient as possible, 
that the Courts of Chancery, Queen’s Bench, Common 
Pleas, and Exchequer should for the present retain their 
distinctive titles, and should constitute so many chambers 
or divisions of the Supreme Court; and as regards the 





mendations for the procedure of the amalgamated court, and 
I cannot find any flaw in them. 

I trust that many years will not pass over us without 
seeing the report of the Commissioners carried into effect 
by Act of Parliament. 

LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At a meeting of this society held on Tuesday, 23rd in- 
stant, Mr. Hepburn in the chair, the following question was 
discussed :—‘ Is it desirable that attorneys and solicitors 
should be remunerated on an ad valorem scale ?’’ which was 
opened by Mr. Widdows in the negative; and the society 
eventually decided the question in the negative by a majo- 
rity of ning totwo. Six gentlemen were elected members 
of the society, and the number of members present was 


| thirty-four. 


Tue ImpentaAL CLun.—Under the above-named designation, 
a new club has started into life, and has found a place of habi- 
tation in the handsome pile of building stretching along the 
northern side of Cursitor-street from Chancery-lane. ‘The ob- 
jects of the club is to provide accommodation in the way of 
coffee and dining, reading, lunching, and billiard rooms, for 
members of the legal profession, and other professional men, 
bankers, and merchants, ‘The provisional committee includes 
nearly twenty members, and about 120 gentlemen have already 
enrolled their names as club members. ‘The inaugural enter- 
tainment was held on ‘Tuesday evening iu the large room of 
the institution, when about fifty guests assembled and partook 
of a recherche dinner. Mr. Francis Webb took the chair, Mr. 
J. Napier Higgins proposed the club, coupled with the name of 
Mr. Frederick Chiffericl, who responded on its behalf. 
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LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE FINAL EXAMI- 
NATION. 


Michaelmas Term, 1869. 


Name of Candidate. 
Allen, ‘Thomas Lewis......... 


Aspden, Frank..............0++ 
Atkey, Fredk. Walter, B.A. 
Atkinson, Fenton Granger... 
Barlow, Stephen Babington, 
Beardsley, Wm. Frederick... 
Bent, Frederick 
Blake, Charles ..........0.c00ee 


Boycott, William.. ea 
Brabant, Wm. Frederick 


Brown, Charles Cornish ...... 
Browning, Thos. Worledge . 


Byrne, Lovell bit a . 
Carlyon, Alexander Keith .. 
Clarke, John Thomas......... 
Cooper, Christopher Bird . 
Cooper, George Henry ...... 


Cooper, John Edward 
Cooper, John Rayner . 
Cowlard, Christopher Leth- 





bridge eeatawusnsnvacenenusaaed 
Crook, James .......csseceseeee 
Cruttwell, Percy Wilson 
UNMET 55 di chs vesniescvordeses 


Damant, Fras. Wm. Sancroft 
Davies, Edward boone. Késbea 
Davies, Harry Finden......... 


Derry, William Main ......... 
Dunn, Hugh James.. ae 
Evett, George Stuart, B. A... 
Feltham, COMBE oss. cccycssces 
Forster, Henry’ Langstaffe... 
Foster, William Joseph ...... 
Fowler, John Seymour ...... 
Fox, John Henry............... 
Fretson, Charles William ... 
Furley, Charles John ......... 
Gaches, Geo. Fitzroy Dean . 
Garland, Robert Devenish... 


Greene, William Asbury 
Greville, Arthur Edwin ...... 
Hague, Temple Layton ...... 


Hall, George Astell............ 
Harris, Robert Hare ......... 
Hartland, Edwin Sidney ... 
Hayden, Frederick Wiiliam. 
Hayes, William Steele ...... 
Hearsey, BiGbOrG,.. occiissicceve 
Hextali, William Brown 

Hill, Pascoe Grenfell, B.A... 
Hope, John Henry ............ 


Hunt, James Allen........ 
Hutchinson, James John 


T’Anson, George Cireen ..... . 
Kitson, Charles William...... 
Kitson, Robert, B.A. oo 


Lee, George Adolphus Irby, 
DMEM Sasi cs-durunsiuretnkices sae’ 


Le Riche, Ebenezer............ 


Liggins, Henry Josoph ...... 
Lucas, Lionel Richard, jun.. 





To whom Articled, Assigned, &c. 

Robt. Peckham ; J. J. Merri- 
man; Thos. Eaton; Thos. 
Bowker. 

William Foyster. 

James Richard Upton. 

Edward Atkinson. 


Joseph A. McLeod. 

Thos. F. A. Burnaby. 

Samuel Field. 

Henry John Davis; George 
Blakey ; Wm. Jas. Lloyd. 

Gardner & Landor. 

Wm. H. Brabant; Frederick 
L. Capron. 

Samuel Brown; Thomas S 
Parnell. 

Thomas M. Ellison; Thomas 
L. Bickers. 

Edmund Byrne. 

Edmund Carlyon. 

Henry Palmer. 

Thomas Cooper. 

Stephen B. Dixon, 
James Henry Street. 

William Cooper. 

Thomas Harland. 


jun. ; 


Cowlard & Kempson. 
James Christopher Crook. 


Wilson Clement Cruttwell. 
Henry James Damant. 
Thomas Morgan Llewellin. 
William John 8. Foster; 
John Mead. 
sh nd jun. 
Hugh D 
Henry ian Geo. Fowkes. 
Charles Cole. 
Jonathan Langstaffe Forster. 
William Fisher. 
Alexander B. Anderson. 
Wm. L, Fox ; Geo. O. Lyus. 
William F° retson. 
Robert Furley. 
Wm. Daniel Gaches. 
Hy. T. Johns ; Wm. Sandys. 
William Dent. 
William M. Hazard ; Thomas 
F. Simpson. 
Alfred Rawlinson. 
John Henry Hearn. 
Henry Cowling ; Joseph J. 
Leeman. 
William Jaques. 
Thomas Davis. 
Henry O'Brien O'Donoghue. 
William Henry Cobb. 
William Hayes. 
Albert St. Paul. 
George Warren Lamb. 
Fredk. Hill; Thos. Rawle. 
James C. Scarisbrick ; A. 
John Moore, jun. 
Alfred Grundy; J. Woodcock. 
Charles Baldwin Lever. 
John Moore I’ Anson. 
Chas. Kitson ; Thos. Hayter. 
John Kitson ; Vrederick 
Thomas Woolbert. 


Philip Watson Ottaway. 
Charles ‘Thomas’ Foster; 

Edward W. Le Riche. 
Philip Augustus Hanrott. 
William Allison. 


Name of Candidate. 
Lumley, Theodore ......... 
McLeod, Llewellyn Wynn... 
Martin, Robert Se Ee AE 
Meybruch, Frederick Wm... 
Midgley, ee So, 
Minett, Henry Wallace ...... 
Morris, Thomas Myddleton 
Page, Wm. Tomlinson, jun. 
Paine, Edwin Alfred ......... 
Palmer, Alexander Douglas 

COMING... on. ococcsscccu des 
Pearse, Thomas Henry 
Pease, Charles ..0.....<ce<ess00 
Phillips, Charles Edward ... 
Phillips, William............... 
Pitt, Richd. Joseph Williams 
Preedy, — iets leman 

Borradaile.. 


Presswell, George............065 
Prideaux, Robert Walter ... 


Procter, Arthur Crabtree . 

Pullen, Charles Henry ...... 
Ramsden, Thomas Henry ... 
Ratcliff, Edmund Theodore 


Rendell, William Francis ... 
Roberts, Frederick ............ 


Robinson, Henry.............+. 
Rogers, Thomas Henry Tate 
Sewell, Henry Summers...... 
Sharpe, William Arthur...... 
Sheppard, Frederick James 
Simpson, Higson .. 1 

Smith, Francis, j jun. daueaeulg 
Smith, John Anthony......... 
Smith, John Christopher ... 
Smith, Marle Philip ......... 


Smith, William Henry ...... 
Steavenson, Ernest Cart- 
wright ... «anuske 
Story, Henry ‘Donald ......... 
Stutfield, Alfred Robert 
OU VIE concn. cine cccacacsnseess 


Sudlow, John, jun. ............ 


Sweeting, Thomas Luther... 
Tanner, Harry Grenville ... 


Tatham, Richard Turner ... 
Tolcher, Robert ............... 
Walker, Edward Lake 
Walker, Walter’ ......scess:. 
Waters, Charles William ... 


Watson, Alfred 
Watson, William James...... 
Whitehead, Joseph ............ 
Whitehorn, Wm. Lampet ... 
Wight, Thomas Holyoake... 


eee eee eeeeeeees 


Williams, George Salusbury 
Willmott, Hen. Geo., B-A. 


LECTURES AND LAW CLASSES 


To whom Articled, Assigned, &c. 
Robert Benjamin Lumley. 
Joseph Addison McLeod. 
Sheldon Dudley Ashby. 
John Mortimer. 

Richard Ludlam Rooke. 
Henry Minett. 

Alfred Carr. 

Thurston Geo. Dale. 

Joseph Newbon. 


William Henry Gwinnett. 
Thos. Pain; Wm. Holmes. 
Henry Morten Cotton. 
Augustus Hawks. 

Thomas Griffiths. 

William Rankin. 


Edwin Ball; 
Hudson. 

Jabez McDiarmid. 

Saml. W. Prideaux ; Nicho- 
las Earle. 

Charles Edward Procter. 

Charles Alfred Pullen. 

Thomas William Clough. 

William P. Allcock ; Charles 
F. Tagart. 

Robert Francis. 

James Girdlestone ; 
Harward. 

Robert Robinson. 

James Flower Fussell. 

John Theodore Hoyle. 

William Sharpe. 

John Horton Sheppard. 

John Wintringham. 

John Thomas Roumieu; 
Henry W. Purkis. 

William Simmons Allen. 

Thomas D. Calthrop. 

Arthur Weston. 

William Murphy ; Matthew 
R. Sharman. 


Alfred R. 


John 


William Gribble. 
Henry Story; William C. 
Bousfield. 


Thomas D. Calthrop; Geo. 
G. Buckstone. 

John Bury; John Sudlow; 
Nathaniel Charles Milne. 
John Hawthorne Lydall. 

Geor; ge Masetield ; Frederick 
W ood ; Henry Liv ersidge. 

John Sharp. 

John Thomas White. 

Edward Walker. 

William Dennis. 

Thomas Waters ; 
Henderson. 

Henry Brearey. 

William Watson, jun. 

Francis Smith. 

James Stockton. 

Thomas Wight; George 
Birch ; B. Robinson. 

James Davison Wadham. 

Richard Stubbs. 


AT THE INCOR. 


George 


PORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Mr. Firznoy Ketiy Lecturer and Reader on Equity— 


Monday, Nov. 29, class A; 
Wednesday, Dec. 


Tuesday, Nov. 
1, class C—4.30 to 6 p.m. 


30, class B; 


Mr. H. W. Evrurtnsrone Lecturer and Reader on Convey- 
ancing and the Law of Real Property—Friday, Dee. 3 


lecture, 6 to 7 p.m. 








The Clerkship of the Peace for the city of Gloucester has been 
rendered vacant by tho demise of Mr. C harles Smallridge, solici- 





tor and proctor. 
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COURT PAPERS. 





COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Sirrincs AFTER MicuarEtmMas Term, 1869. 


LORD CHANCELLOR, 
Lincoin’s Inn. 

Thurs., Dec. 2..Appeals. 
Friday .... 3..Appeal motions, 
Saturday .. 4..Petitionsand app:. 
Monday .... 6 
Tuesday .... 7 
Wednesday. 8 
Thursday .. 9 
Friday ....10..Appeal motions. 
Saturday ..i1 
Monday ....13 
Tuesday ....14 > Appeals. 
Wednesday. .15 
Thursday ..16 
Friday ... 17..Appeal motions. 
Saturday ..18 
Monday ....20 > Appeals. 
Tuesday....21 
Wednesday .22..Petns. & apps. 


\ Appeals. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery-lane. 

» § The First Seal.— 

“ (Mtns. & gen. pa. 

- 3..General paper. 


Thurs., Dec. 
Friday 


Saturday .. 
general paper. 
Monday .... 
Tuesday .... 7 ¢ General paper. 
Wednesday . 8 ici 
« § The Second Seal.— 
Thursday .. 9 1 Mtns. & gen. papr. 
1u..General paper. 
(Pms., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..l1{adj. sums., and 
pen paper. 
Monday ....13 
Tuesday.... ut General paper. 
Wednesday. .15 
Thursday ..16 


Friday 


{ The Third Seal.— 
( Mtns. & gen. pa. 
-+..17..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..18 {a sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....20 
Tuesday General paper. 
Wednesday. .22 
N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the Thurs- 
day preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should 
be heard; and any causes in- 
tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at least one 
clear day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 


LORD JUSTICE GIFFARD. 
Liscoln’s Inn, 
Thurs , Dec. 2.. Appeal Court. 
Friday .... 3.. Appeal motions. 
{ Petns. in lunacy, 
- 44 bankrupt appeals, 
(and app. petitions. 


seu } 
*s° ‘2? Appeal Court. 
tad =f 
---.10.. Appeal motions. 
Tse in lunacy, 
-+1] ¢ bkrpt. apps., and 
(appeal petitions. 


Friday 
Saturday 


Monday ....12 
TT ncedlay . 
en Sa ‘ - Appeal Court. 
Thursday .. 4 
Friday .,..17.. Appeal motions. 
{ Petns. in lunacy, 
--ls? bkrpt. apps., and 
[appeal petns. 


Saturday 


t BY...-21 y Appeal Court. 
Wednesday .22 § 
Norice.—The days (if any) on 
hich the Lord Justice shal! be 
sitting with the Lord Chancellor, 
or the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, are excepted. 


V. C. Stix JOHN STUART. 
Lincoin's Ion. 
Dec. 2 § The First Seal.— 


- 
hore 4 
erate i Mins. & causes, 


Petns., sht. causes, | 
4{adj. sums., and | 


| Friday...... 3..Ptns. and causes, 

| Saturday .. 4..Sht.causes & caus. 
Monday .... 6 

| Tuesday .... 7 ? Causes. 


Wednesday . 8 ienaeil _ 

| x he Second Seal.— 
| Thursday .. 9 { Motions & causes. 
| Friday......10..Petns. and causes, 
‘Saturday ..11..Sht. causes & caus. 
| Monday ....13 } 

| Tuesday....14 Causes. 

| Wednesday .15 


Thursday ..16 { 


The Third Seal.— 
Mtns. & causes. 


| Friday ....17..Petitions & causes. 
| Saturday ..18..Sht. causes & caus, 


Causes. 


| Monday ....20 
| Tuesday .. 
| Wednesday, .22 


N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 

No cause, motion for decree, or 
further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to stand over, if it shall 
be within twelve of the last cause 
or matter in the printed paper of 
the day for hearing. 


V.C. Sirs RICHARD MALINS. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
The First Seal.— 

| Thurs., Dec. 2 { Mtns. & gen. pa. 
| Friday...... 3..Petns. & gen. pa. 

c. : Short causes, adj. 
Saturday ‘ ae gen. fa. 
Monday «++ 6 
7 2 General paper. 
8 


ay.. 
Thursday .. 9 | Sieos & gen. pa. 
| Friday......10..Petns. & gen. pa. 


. Sht. causes, adj, 
Saturday ..11 imc bem pa. 
Monday ....13 


Tuesday ....14 General paper. 
Wednesday. .15 


| Thursday ..16 





The Third Seal.— 
| Mtns. & gen. pa. 
| Friday ....17..Petns. & gen. pa. 


TES Sht. causes, adj, 
j Saturday ..18 esa & gen. pa. 
| Monday ...-20 


Tuesday ....21 General paper. 
| Wednesday .22 


| heard as short causes must be so 

| marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be putin the 
paper to be so heard. 


V.C. Sirk W. M. JAMES, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
oe 9 § The First Seal-- 
Thurs., Dec. 2} ying & gen. pa. 
3,.General paper. 
Petns.,sht. causes, 
4 


Friday 
Saturday adj. sums., & gen, 
paper. 
Monday .... 6 
Tuesday .... 7 » General paper. 
Wednesday . & 
g § The Second Seal.— 
( Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....10..General paper. 
( Vetns., sht. causes, 
Saturday ..112adj. sums., and 
genera) paper. 


Thursday .. 


Monday ....13 

Tuesday....14¢ General paper. 

Wednesday . 154 

16 § The Third Sea l.— 

*" (Mtns. & gen. pa, 

Friday......17..General paper. 
Vetns., sht. caus., 

Saturday ..1s {a sums., and 
general paper, 


Thursday . 


Monday ....20 
Tnesday ....21 ? General paper. 
Wednesday. .22 


N.B.—Any canses intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
80 marked nt least one clear day 
before the same can be putin the 
payer to be so heard, 





The Second Seal.— | 





COMMON PLEAS. 

This Court will, on Tuesday, 30th November, Wednesday, 
lst December, Saturday, 4th December, Monday, 6th De- 
cember, and Tuesday, 7th December, hold sittings, and will 
proceed first with the New Trial Paper, and afterwards 
with the Special Paper, and will also hold a sitting on Mon- 
day, the 13th December, for the purpose of delivering judg- 
ments. 


EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir FrrzRoy Ketiy, Knt., Lord Chief Baron 
of her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, after Michaelmas 
Term, 1869. 

Middlesex—Saturday, Nov. 27, to Thursday, Dec. 9, both 
inclusive, special juries and common juries. 

London—Friday, Dec. 10, to Thursday, Dec. 28, both in- 
clusive, special juries and common juries. 

The Court will sit at ten o'clock each day. 

A second Court will sit for the trial of causes when neces- 
sary. 


DAYS AND PLACES APPOINTED FOR HOLDING 
SPECIAL COMMISSIONS OF OYER AND TER- 
MINER AND GAOL DELIVERY. 

Berks—Dec. 23, at Reading. 

Cambridgeshire—Dec. 13, at the County Courts. 

Cheshire—Dec. 4, at the Castle of Chester. 

Derbyshire— Dec. 20, at Derby. 

Devonshire—Dec. 14, at the Castle of Exeter. 

City of Exeter—The same day, at the Guildhall of the said 
city. 


| Durham—Dee. 11, at Durham, 

| Essex—Dec. 2, at Chelmsford. 

| Glamorganshire—Dee, 14, at Cardiff. 

| Gloucestershire—Dec. 20, at Gloucester. 


City of Gloucester—The same day, at the city of Glou- 
cester. 


| Leicestershire—Dee. 2, at the Castle of Leicester. 


Borough of Leicester—The same day, at the borough of 
Leicester. 
Lincolnshire—Nov. 26, at Lincoln. 


| City of Lincoln—The same day, at the city of Lincoln. 
' Northamptonshire—Dec. 6, at Northampton. 


Northumberland—Dec. 18, at the Castle of Newcastle« 
upon-Tyne. 

Town of Newcastie upon-Tyne—The same day, at the 
Guildhall of the said town. 

Nottinghamshire—Dec. 16, at Nottingham. 


, Town of Nottingham—The same day, ut the town of Not- 
| N.B.—Any causes intended to be | 


tingham. 

Salop—Dec. 2, at Shrewsbury. 

Somersetshire—Dec. 18, at ‘Taunton. 

County of Southampton—Dec. 4, at the Castle of Win- 
chester. 


| Staffordshire—Nov. 29, at Stafford. 
| Suffolk—Dec. 9, at Bury St. Edmunds. 
| Warwickshire—Dec. 6, at Warwick. 


Wiltshire—Dec. 10, at New Sarum. 


| Worcestershire—Dec. 10, at Worcester. 


City of Worcester—The same day, at the city of Wor- 
cester, 

Yorkshire, North and East Riding Division—Dec. 8, at the 
Castle of York. 

= York—The same day, at the Guildhall of the said 
city. 

Yorkshire, West Riding Division—Nov. 30, at Loeds. 


LANCASHIRE WINTER ASSIZES, 1869. 

The commissions for holding these assizes will be opened 
at Manchester, on Saturday, the 4th of December, and at 
Liverpool, on Wednesday, the 15th of December. 

By an order made by the judges at the Liverpool Spring 
Assizes, 1868, ‘ for facilitating the entry of causes for trial 
at future assizes for the southern division of this county, 
and for the more convenient arrangement of the business 
of such assizes.”” (See Sol. Jour. vol. xiii. p. 62.) 

In pursuance of the above order, causes for trial at Man- 
chester and Liverpool can be entered provisionally at the 
office of the Prothonotary of the Court of Common Pleas 
at Lancaster at Preston, as follows:—viz,, Causes for 
trial at Manchester, on Monday, the 29th of November, 
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and daily thereafter, until Thursday, the 2nd of December, 
inclusive, between the hours of ten o’clock in the forenoon 
and four o’clock in the afternoon ; and causes for trial at 
Liverpool, on Thursday, the 9th of December, and daily 
thereafter until Monday, the 13th of December, inclusive, 
between the above mentioned hours. 

The entry of causes at Manchester will commence at the 
Assize Courts, Manchester, immediately after the opening 
of the commissions, ard at nine o’clock that evening will be 
adjourned until noon of the Tuesday following, from which 
hour it will be open until three o’clock the same afternoon, 
when it will close. 

The Court will sit at Manchester for the trial of causes 
on Wednesday, the 8th of December, at ten o’clock in the 
forenoon, and not sooner. 

The entry of causes at Liverpool will commence at St. 
George’s Hall, Liverpool, immediately after the opening of 
the commissions, and will close at nine o'clock in the even- 
ing on the commission day. 

The Court will sit at eleven o’clock in the forenoon at 
Liverpool on the day next following the commission day. 

The trial of special jury causes will commence at Man- 
chester, at ten o’clock a.m., on Friday, the 10th of December, 
and at Liverpool at ten o’clock a.m., on Monday, the 20th 
of December, and not earlier, unless the court shall other- 
wise order. 

A list of causes for trial at Manchester and Liverpool 
respectively, each day (except the first), will be exhibited 
in the corridor of the court and in the library. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quortatron, Nov. 26, (869. 

(From the Oficial List of the actuat business transacted.) 
3 per Cent, Consols, 93 Annuities, April, ’85, [1 15-16 
Ditto for Account, Dec., 93% Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 924 Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct. 9 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 924 Ditto, £500, DDO -9 pm 
Do, 34 per Cent., Jan, 794 Nitto, £100 & £200,—9pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 76 Bank of England Stock, 43 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 Ct. (last aalf-vear) 238 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
India Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, 213 Ind, Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 105 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent.,May,’79 11 a 
Ditto 5per Cent.,July, ’80 115} Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April, ’64 — 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 788 1004 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. °73 1644 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 25 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent.92 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 25pm 








RAILWAY STOCK. 































Shres. Railways. ‘Paid, | Closing prices 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......ccscsoscecsserescesseeee 100 73 
Stock | Caledonian....s.scscseceeseesseceeeeees «| 100 794 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ., 100 105 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock 100 363 
Stock; Do.,East Anglian Stock, No.2, 100 7 
Stock | Great Northern ..cscoccecseccsseeeeees «| 100 107 
Stock D0. A BROCK srcccocsecrerccccccncscoccsssccee! 100 107 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland 100 93 
Stock | Great Western—UFriginal .....ccccecceseseee, 100 56 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford 100 35 
Stock Do.,d0.—Newport «00.0. | 100 33 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkghire .........secce008) 100 125+ 
Stock | London, Brighton, and South Coast....../ 100 aig 
Stock | London, Chatham, and Dover.,,....... .| 100 16 
Stock |} London and North-Western,,,... «| 100 12k 
Stock | London and South-Western ,,, | 100 92 
Stock} Manchester, Shetiield, and Lincoln.... 100 534 
8tock | Metropolitan.. oe eeeeeee 100 85 
Stock | Midland ., 0080 cen cee seeseocet eee 100 119 
Stock} Do., Birmingham and Derby 100 87 
Stock | North British ssescccsssessessesees 100 334 
Stock | North London ...... 100 iy 
Stock | North Statfordshire +} 100 583 
Stock | South Devon ., .} 100 42 
Stock | South-Kastern 100 7 
Stock | ‘Vat Vale.....ccceseeeees «| 100 156 














* A receives uo dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to .B, 





Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGENCE. 

All the markets have been more or less inactive this week, 
and very little business has been done. Foreign securities have 
been particularly dull, Railways, however, show a tendency 
to a return of activity, and Consols have improved during to- 


is rumoured that the Government do not, for the present, at any 
rate, intend raising in the market the amount required for the 
purchase of the telegraphs. 








The late Mr. John Shoard, LL.D., solicitor, besides the 
academical honours received by him during his distinguished 
career at: the London University (ante p. 59), was awarded the 
“King’s Medal,’ by resolution of the Senate, on the 17th of 
February, 1864. 

THe Manx Laws.—The grossly defective state of the Manx 
criminal code has just Jed to a miscarriage of justice. The 
woman who was accused of having tried to murder her hus- 
band, by slowly poisoning him at Port Erin, was put on trial 
on Thursday ; but, although the evidence against her was al- 
most overwhelming, the prosecution had to be withdrawn, as 
there is no provision under the Manx criminal code for the punish- 
ment of a person charged with attempting to murder by poison. 
—Daily Paper. 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
HARTLEY—®n Noy, 18, at Horbury, near Wakefield, the wife of Joseph 
Hartley, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner Temple, of a daughter. 
MUNNS—On Nov. 23, at Scaresbrook, N.E., the wife of Arnold Summers 
Munns, Esq., of a son. 
MARRIAGES. 
LUDLOW—FORBES—On Nov. 20, at Ham, Surrey, John Malcolm 
Forbes Ludlow, Barrister-at-Law, to Maria Sarah, daughter of Gordon 
Forbes, Esq. 
RICHARDS—RAIMONDI—On Nov. 20, at the Parish Church, St. 
Clement Danes, by the Rey. hk. J. Simpson, M.A., Rector, Henry 
Hannaford, second son of the late Joseph Richards, Surgeon, to Alice 
Augusta, second daughter of Willoughby Raimondi, Solicitor, of 
Surrey-street, Strand. No cards. 
WRIGHT—FIELD—On Nov. 23, at St. Matthew’s Church. Oakley- 
square, G. Ernest Wright, Esq., B.A., Inner Temple, to Mary, eldest 
daughter of W. N. Field, Esq., Mornington-crescent, London. 
DEATHS. 

BEST—On Nov. 16, at 87, Westbourne-terrace, William Mawdesley 
Best, Esq.. Barrister-at-Law, and Bencher of Gray’s-inn. 
HUTCHINSON—On Nov. 14, at Longside, Aberdeenshire, Alexander 
Hutchinson, Esq., Writer to the Signet, for many years an Attorney in 
Cape Town. 
IFILL—On Nov. 18, at Warwick Lodge, Worthing, Benjn. Ifill, Esq., 

Barrister-at-Law, formerly of Earbadoes. 
ROTHERY—On Oct. 19, at Nassau, Bahamas, of yellow fever, Charles 

Frederick Rothery, Assistant Judge and Acting Chief Justice of the 


Colony. 

SMALLRIDGE—On Nov. 22, at Gloucester, after a short illness, Charles 
Smallridge, Esq., Solicitor, Proctor, and Clerk of the Peace for that 
city, aged 69. 

WOOD—On Nov. 18, at Linden Lodge, Southfields, Wandsworth, Joseph- 
ine Webb Moore, the beloved wife of Charies W. Wood, Esq., Barris- 
ter-at-Law. ee 


BREAKFAST.—Epps s Cocoa.—GRATEFUL AND COMFORTING.—The very 
agreeable character of this preparation has rendered it a general favour- 
ite. The ‘‘ Civil Service Gazette’? remarks:—* By a thorough know=- 
ledge of the natural laws which govern the operations of digestion and 
nutrition, and by a careful application of the fine properties of well- 
selected cocoa, Mr. Epps has provided our breakfast tables with a deli- 
cately flavoured beverage which may Save us many heavy doctors’ bills.’? 
Made simply with boiling water or milk. Sold only in tin-lined packets, 
labelled—James Errs & Co., Homeopathic Chemists, London.—[Apvr.) 








LONDON GAZETTES. 
GUinding up of Hoint-Stock Companies. 
2 


rrpa¥, Nov. 1Y, 1869, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Phosphate of Lime Company (Limited),—Vice-Chancellor Malins has, 
by an order dated Nov 12, ordered that the voluntary winding up of 
the above company be continued, but subject to the supervision of 
the Court. Mercer & Mercer, Mincing-lane, solicitors to the peti- 
tioner. 

River Steamer Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James has, by an 
order dated Nov 8, ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Parker & Clarke, St Michael’s-alley, Cornhill, solicitors for the peti- 
tioners. 

Severn Bank Hotel and Newnham Ferry Company (Limited).—Petition 
for winding up, presented Nor 17, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chancellor Stuart on Dee 3. Brown, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, soticitor for 
the petitioners. 

Wynn Hall Coal Company (Limited),—Vice-Chancellor Malins has, by 
an order dated Nov 12, ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
above company be continued, but subject to the supervision of the 
Court. Raimondi. for James, Wrexham, solicitor for the petitioners, 

UNLUMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Albert Average Association for British, Foreigu,and Colonial Built Ships. 
--Petition for winding up, presented Nev 16, directed to be heard 
before the Master of the Rolls on Deo 4. Ball, Tokenhouse-yd, solici- 
tor for the petitioner. 

Arthur Average Association for British, Foreign, and Colonial Built Ships. 
Petition for winding up, presented Nov 16, directed to be heard be- 
fore the Master of the Rolls on Dec 4. Ball, TeKenhouse-yd, solicitor 
for the petitioner. 

Medical Invalid and General Life Assurance Society.—Petition for wind- 
ing up, presented Nov 16, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
James on Dee 4, Hooke & Street, Lincoln’s-inn-felds, solicitors tor 
the petitioners. 





day. ‘The tenders for the new Metropolitan 3 per cent. loan, 
recently invited, did not come up to the anticipated amount. It 


National Provincial Life Insurance Company.—Petition for winding up, 
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—— 
presented Nov 18, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins | Saunders, John, Batheaston, Somerset, Esq. Jan 1. Wadeson & yt 
on Dec 3. Mackenzie & Co, Crown-ct, Old Broad-st, solicitors for the Malleson, Austin Friars. : Hop) 
petitioner. Sedgwick, Wm Fellows, Cashio Bridge Farm, Herts, Surveyor. Jan}, Cc 

Tuxspay, Nov. 23, 1869, Sedgwick, Watford. How 

Lowrep 1n CHANCERY. —_ a. mee al Northumberland, Esq. March 1. Leadbitter, Ne 
i: er ~ weastle-upon- : 

Circulating Library (Limited).—Petition for winding up, presented Nov Temperley, Gan, Carlisi, Cumberland, Surgeon. Dec 20. Wannop a” 
19, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor James on Dec 4. Carlisle. , m. 
Chester & Urquhart, Staple-inn, solicitors for the petitioners. Thompson, Robt, Brunswick-cottages, Hammersmith, Gent. Dec 31 N 

Derdale Cotton and Commercial Company (Limited).—Petition for wind- Cronin, Sonthampton-row, Bloomsbury. , kyr 

. ing up, presented Nov 20, directed to be heard before the Master of | Tyler, Rosannah, Watford, Herts, Widow. Jan 1. Sedgwick, Watford, i 
the Rolls on Dec 4. Gregory & Co, nedford-row, for Marslands & | Waiker, Law, Lockwood, York, Butcher. Dec 7. Mills, Huddersfield, Lan 
Addleshaw, Manch, solicitors for the petitioners. a Wallsgrove, John, New Milverton, Warwick, Builder. Jan 15. Field R 

Gresham House Estate Company (Limited and Reduced).—Petition for LeamIngton Priors. ? Ma 
reducing the capital from £240,000 to £120,000. Any person who | whittaker, John Abraham, New castle-ct, Radnor, Esq. Dec 20. Leman E 
claims to be a creditor, and who is not entered on the list, must, on & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
or before Dec 20, send in his name and address, and the particulars . i as 
of his claim, to Fox & Robinson, 52, Gresham House, Old Broad-st, TuEsDAY, Nov. 23, 1869, -. 
solicitors for the company. Barker, Louisa, Beaumaris, Anglesey, Widow. Dec 15. Liddle, - 

Matlock Old 8ath Hydropathic Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Newport. Me 
James has fixed Dec 3, at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of | Barker, Edward Robt, Beaumaris, Anglesey, M.D. Dec 15. Liddle, ‘ 
an official liquidator. Newport. Mi 

Reading Wholesale Clothing and Manchester Warehouse Company | Bennett, ily, Thurlow-ter, Clapham, Gent. Dec 24. Green & Hall, ; 
(Limited) —Creditors are required, on or before Dec 13, to send their Moorgate-st. N 

names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to | Blackwell, John Kenyon,Paris. Jan 1, Sanders & Smith, Dudley, ‘ 
Alexander Beale, Reading. Boileau, Eugene, Clarence-ter, Seven Sisters-rd, Holloway, Esq. Dec N 

Wynn Hall Coal Company (Limited).—Creditors are required. on or 18. Hillearys & Tunstall, Fenchurch-bldgs. Ro 
before Dec 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars | Caffary, Patrick John, Slough, Buckinghamshize, Esq. Jan 15. Lyne Re 
of their debts or claims, to Richard Champion Rawlins and Thomas & Holman. u 
Edward Minshall; Wrexham, Denbigh. Wednesday, Jau 26, at 12, | Finney, Mary, Louth, Lincoln, Widow. Dec!3. Bell, Louth. $ 
is appointed for hearing and adjudicating mpon the debts and claims, bg = te — Worcester, Chain Manufacturer. Jan], re 

_ ‘ nders & Smit udley. 
UNLIMITED an Cuanceny. we . Holden, Edward, Slinford, Sussex, Farmer. Dec 31. Bedford, Hor. Sc 

Proprietors of the Bradford Canal Navigation.—Petition for winding up, sham. St 
presented Nov 17, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins | Joseph, Saml, Jewry-st, Aldgate, Merchant. Dec 31. Spyer & Son 
on Dec 3. Evans & Foster, Gray’s-inn-sq, for Mumford, Bradford, Winchester-house, Uld Broad-at. ° St 
solicitor for the petitioners. . : Kerswell, Wm, Pond Farm. Devon, Farmer. Feb 1. Andrews, 

Waterford and Passage Railway Company.—Vice-Chancellor Malins Modbury. T 
has, by an order dated Nov 12, ordered that the above company be | Law, Wn John, Seymour-st, Portman-sq, Esq. March 1. Davidson, T 
wound up. Manning, Gt George-st, Westminster, solieitor for the Spring-gardens. 
petitioner. aA Edward, Tettenhall, Stafford, Japanner. Janl. Bolton & Co, T 

i Ibev. Wolverhampton. 
Friendly Docistios Wessotbes Railton, Edward, Temple Sowerby, Westmoreland, Gent. Dee 29, v 
TuEspayY, Nov. 23, 1869. Thompson, Appleby. 
Ship Inn Club, King’s Head Inn, Caerleon, Monmouth. Nov 19. Railton, Isabella, Temple Sowerby, Westmoreland, Widow. Dec 29. ' 
‘ , Thompson, Appleby. 
Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. Sandeman, Wm Hy, Calcutta, Engineer. Jan 20. Stephens & Mate 

Last Day of Proof. thews, Essex-st. : ; 

Fripay, Nov. 19, 1869. Shaw, Barbara, Horsham, Sussex, Widow. Dec 28. Bedford, Horsham. 

Alexander, Jennett, Lpool. Spinster. Dec 31. Edwards » Eaton, V.C. — David, St Andrew, Jamaica, Gent. Jan 20. Ashurst & Co, Old ] 
James. Lowe, Tanifeld-ct, Temple. 






Jv. 7 2 . 
Butler, John, Aston, nr Birm, Licensed Victualler. Dee 13. Poole » al => ge Thos, Belerfield. Lancashire, Brewer. Deo$i. Birch, 
e Ansell, M. hk. eg ms iste: i ous ¢ 

riffin, Wm, Mundford, Norfoik, Grocer. ec 13. unting © n ; 

V.C. Malins. Houchen, Thetford. ’ Weeds tegisteced vUrSUAnt to Santruptey Act, 1861. 
Hilton, Chas Jones, Bolton-gardens, South Kensington, Esq. Dec 4. Frupay, Nov. 19, 1869. 

Hilton Hilton, ¥.C. Malins. Tassell, Faversham. Ackroyd, Obadiah, Thornton, York, Ironmonger. Oct 29. Comp. Reg 
Wetherell, Bartholomew, Hartlepool, Durham, Spirit Merchant. Jan1. Nov 17 

Irvine v Wetherell, V.C. Stuart. Todd, Hartlepool, 










Alison, Elijah, Church-st, Camberwell, Boot Manufacturer. Nov 4. 













Wood, Saml, Claverley Cottage, Hammersmith, Gent. Dec 6. Woodv Comp. keg Nov 16, 
Oakley. V.C. Malins. Simpson, Gracechurch-st. Arnold, Jabez, Portsea, Hants, Grocer. Nov6. Comp. Reg Nov 18. 
TvEspaY, Nov. 23, 1869. Barber, David, jun, & Wm Thos Barber, Evelyn-st, Deptford, Lighter- 
Sida Mine Law Thistl B t Dec 20. Edward men, Oct 27, Comp. Reg Nov 17. 
BD, S05 LAWFENCS, PRIIO-ErOve, SFOM Pron. c 20. Edwards? | Barraclough, Catherine, Upenshaw, Lancashire, Iron Forger. Oct 7. 
Stock, M.R. Warry & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Asst. Reg Nov 18 ; 
Bruce, Geo John Brudenell, St George’s-pl, Knightsbridge, Esq. Jan 1. ° a Se iit , y ‘ 
esas e ae 60 Malins. Peake, Beltinscow. —i- Gt Tower-st, Wine Merchant. Oct 25. Comp. Reg 
Leech, John, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Staffordshire, Farmer. Dec 22. 5 


Leech o Tunniclifie, V.C. Stuart. Robinson & Dempster, Eccleshall. = F nee ion peepee, Holloway, Ironmonger. Nov 3. 
Wilson, Alex, Stowe-rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Gent. Jan 1. Wilson o ‘ ; 









ae ae évatcy See Bolland, Wm, Leeds, bookseller. Oct 18. Comp. Reg Nov 15, 
Wilson, V.C. Stuart. Roumieu, Austinfriars. Breakenridge, Wm, Manch, Painter. Oct 22, Asst. Keg Nov 17. 
Giedttors under 22 & 23 Viet. cap. 35. =, _ Paddington-st, Marylebouve, Grocer. Oct 30, Asst. 
A y " NO . 
Last Day of Claim. Burton, Wm, Rose Cottage, Edgware-rd, out of business. Oct 20 
Faipay, Nov. 19, 1369. 


Comp. Reg Nov 17, 
Bailey, Wm, Madeley, Salop, County Court Clerk. Decl. Potts & Burton, Chas Tertius, Bradford, York, Oil Agent, Oct 21. Comp. 
Son, Broseiey. Reg Nov 18, 







Bateman, Jas, Canterbury, Yeoman. Dec 20. Johnson. Bushell, Alfd, Ramsgate, Kent, Butcher, Oct 14. Comp. Reg Nov is. 
Beaumont, Joseph, Dalton, York, Gent. Dec7. Mills. Cruickshank, John, York, Dealer in Horses, Novll. Comp. Reg 
Cameron, Jus, New Sanchie Alloa, N.B., Engineer R. N. Jan 12. Nov 19. 


Hildreth & Ommanney, Norfolk-st, Strand. 
Collins, Abel, Wroscall, Isle of Wight, Gent. Jan 18. Child, Pauls 
Bakehoure-ct, Doctors-commons. 


Cruxton, John, Dudley, Worcester. Oct’9. Asst. Rey Nov 17. 
Eastwood, Robt, Huddersfield, York, & ‘Thos Dyson, Holmfirth, York, 
Manufacturing Chemists, Oct 8. Comp. Reg Nov 1b. 
Cooke, Jas Lionel, Stock, ur Ingatestone, Essex, Gent. Dec 15. Tatton, | Ellivt, Robt, Lpool, Engineer. Novi7, Comp. Reg Nov 18. 
Lower Phillimore-pl, Kensington. Empsn'l, Edward, Brighouse, York, Watch Maker. Oct 27. Comp. 
Cooper, John, Sittingbourne, Kent, Gent. Dec 27. Johnson, Faver- Reg Nov 19. 
sham. Etheridge, Wm, Caldecott, Monmouth, Wire Koller, Oct 28. Comp. 
Davies, Mary, Landyfodwg, Glamorgan. Nov 25. Bradley, Cardiff. Reg Nov 16, 
Dewdney, Kev Geo, Gussage St Michael, Dorset, Dec20. Leman &Co, | Feather, John, Keighley, York, Worsted Spinner. Oct 29. Comp. 
Lincoln’ s-inn-fields. Keg Nov 18. 
Durrant, Geo John, Guildford-st, Russell-eq, Solicitor. Janl. Swin- | Fleming, Wm, David Combleholme, Joseph Madders, Robt Cadman, 
bourne & Parker, Bedford-row. Jas Eldsou, Humphrey Jones, Wm Turple, Matthew Cowen, & Ralph 
Hardinge. Wm, Newyort, Isle of Wight, Captain. Dec3l. Ayerst, Hardman, Manch, Machinists. Oct 25. Asst. Reg Nov 1s. 
Abingdon-st. Westminster. Fowler Jolin, Park-row, Blackheath, Gent. Oct 28, Comp. Reg 
Kirby, Geo Goldsmith, Waterloo-pl, Pall Mall, Gent. Jan 1. Walker & 


Nov 15, 
Co, Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. Gallichan, Edward Clement, & Hy Pearson Maples, Leigh, Essex, 
Kolle, John Hy, Middieton Cherey, Northampton, Esq. Feb 15. Potters. Oct 5, Asst. Reg Nov 18. 
Potter. King-#t, Cheapside. Gavin, Eliz, Bournemouth, Uants, Bookselier, Oct 18, Comp. Reg 
Mathews, Thos, Aldridge, Stafford, Gent. Dec 16, Eglington, Birm, 
Mudry, lev J-an Maric, Clifton rd, St John’s-wood. Jan7. Vincent, 
South -94, Gray’s-ton, 
Parsons, Hy, Welton, Somerset, Yeoman. Dec 27. Mogg, Cholwell, 
Temple Civud, nr Lristol. 
Perry, Edvard, Tettenhall, Stafford, Japanner. Jani. Bolton & Co, 
Wolverhampton. 
Poters, Jas, Vicarage-zardens, Kensington, Gent. Janl. Matthews& 
Co, Arthar-st West, London Bridge, 





















Nov 18, 

a mg Chas Glover, Lewisham, Kent, Draper, Oct 22, Comp. Reg 
ov 18, 

Harding, Edward, Newcastie-under-Lyme, Stafford, Plumber. Oct 22. 
Asst. Keg Nov 19, 

— Wm Edwin, Camden-rd, Engineer. Oct 20, Comp. Reg 
ov 17. 

mee Robt. Birm, Loot Manufacturer, Oct 27. Comp, Reg 
‘ov 16, 
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Hook, Adam Clarke, Little George-st, Westminster, Surveyor. Oct 20. 


Asst. Reg Nov 17. 
Hoppe, Fras, Union-st, Whitechapel, Picture Frame Maker. Nov 12. 
6. 


Comp. Reg Nov 1 

Howlett, Wm Hy, Kelveden, Essex, Chemist. Oct20. Asst. Reg 
Nov 16. 

Jones, Thos Carlton, & Carlton Jones, Kingston-upon-Hull, Drapers. 
Oct 19. Asst. Keg Nov 18. 

a en, ee, Woollen Waste Dealer. Oct 20. Asst. Reg 
No’ 

Kyrle, Wm Lowther Ernle bg penaoen, Lieut. H. M. 21st Regi- 
ment. Novl. Comp. Reg Nov 

Lanfear, 2 eee Stiles, Newport, Sieh Grocer. Oct 21. Comp. 
Reg N 

Mackrory, Wm, Bradley Green, Stafford, Grocer. Oct 13, Comp. 
Reg Nov 18. 

May, Wm, Laurel-grove, Penge, Dealer in Jewellery. Nov 9, Comp. 
Reg Nov 18. 

McCall, John, Houndsditch, Provision Merchant. Oct 26. Inspector- 


ship. Reg Nov 17. 
> Thos, Faversham, Kent, Traveller. Oct 12, Comp. Reg 


Oct 11. 
Oct 21. Avwst. Reg 


Miner, Jon, Blackburn, Lancashire, Plumber. Comp. Reg 


Noble, ae Brampton, Cumberland, Joiner. 
Nov] 

Nutting, Alfd Wm, Chester, Hosier. Oct 28. Comp. Reg Nov 18. 

Roberts, Evan, Towyn, Merioneth, Builder. Oct 16. Asst. Reg Nov 17. 

Eastomiee, en Prisoner in Reading Gaol. Oct 25. Comp. 


Reg Nov 1 
Smith, Eamaund, Inchfield, Lancashire, Corn Dealer. Oct 22. Comp. 


Reg Nov 1 
Solly Wm, , Kent, Butcher. Oct 28. Comp. Keg Nov 19. 
Nov 4. Asst. Reg 


Stapleton, John, Plymouth, Devon, Draper. 
Nov 
stutiey,, Jas Richa, High-st, Old Brentford, Grocer. Oct 28. Comp. 


Reg Nov 16. 
Tansley, Jas, Bedford, Upholsterer. Oct 29. Asst. Reg Nov 18. 


Trebeck, Eliza Wood, Sun-st, Wholesale Toy Dealer. Oct15. Comp. 


Reg Nov ls. 
Turner, Alt, Bideford, Devon, Leather Dealer. Oct 29. Comp. Reg 
ov | 
Wild, Wiz, Newton Heath, Lancashire, Mill Furnisher. Nov 12. Asst. 
Reg Nov 18 


Willy, Ernest Augustus, Kingsbury, Somerset, Curn Merchant. Oct 

25. Comp. Reg Nov 19. 
Tvurspay, Nov. 23, 1869. 

Amor, Hy, St Leonard-st, Bromley-by-Bow, Grocer. Nov 4. Comp. 
Reg Nov 19. 

Baker, ‘'hos Armistead, Chester, Nurseryman, Oct 20. Comp. Reg 
Nov ¢ 20. 

Beard, Richd Wm, Theberton-st, Gibson-sq, Islington, & Richd Philip 
cont , Cummin-st, Pentonville, out of business, Nov 12. Comp. Reg 
Nov 19. 

Benbow, Joseph, Ruyton of the Eleven Towns, Salop, Publican. Oct 
20. Asst. Reg Nov 20. 

Beuson, Win, & Jas Warburton, Leeds, Hemp Spinners. Novl. Asst. 
Reg Nov 20. 

Binden, Geo, High-st, Poplar, Boot Maker. Oct 28. Asst. Reg Nov 18. 

Boehm, Edward Ferdinand, Manch, Moulding Manufacturer. Nov 17. 
Comp. Keg Noy 22. 

Brereton, Jas, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Dealer in Malt, Oct 30. Asst. 
Reg Nov 20. 

Cobbin, Archer, Birm, Journeyman Cabinet Maker. 
Reg Nov 19. 

Costello, Patrick, Wolverhampton, Statford, Grocer. 
Reg Nov 20. 

Daniels, Wm Hill, Salford, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. Oct 25 
Asst. Reg Nov 20. 

= Thos, Sibthorpe, Nottingham, Farmer, Nov8, Asst. Reg 

ov 20. 

Gibson, Jus, & Thos Gibson Boyce, Buadford, York, Linen Drapers. 
Oct 30. Comp. Reg Nov 23. 

Gledhill, Elijah Geo, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 29. Asst. 
Reg Nov 20. 

Harcourt, Chas Sam),® Hy Wm Harcourt, Norwich, Coach Buiiders. 
Oct 19. Asst. Keg Nov 20. 


Nov 4. Comp. 


Nov 23. Asst. 


Hardin, —_ ¥dward, Marlborough, Wilts, Draper. Oct 25, Comp. 
Reg Nov 1 

Hatton, «shovel Betts-st, St George’s East, Wheelwright. Nov 10. Asst. 
Reg Nov 19. 


Hawkes, Wm, Hazlehurst, Lancashire, Tripe Dresser. Oct 26. Comp. 


teg Nov 22. 


— be Dresden, Stafford, Journeyman Potter. Oct 26. Comp. 
teg Nov | 
Homes, W hog “Paul, Hign-st, Shoreditch, Boot Manufacturer. Nov 9. 


Comp. Reg Nov 19. 
Jayne, John, Fire — Sage Upper Norwood, out of business, 
Nov 18. Comp. Reg N 
Kegoees, Davie, , Lpool. Music Mall Proprietor. Nov 17. Comp. Reg 
ov 19. 
Longbotham, Joseph, Chester-le-st, Durham, Grocer, Oct 30. Comp. 
Reg Nov 19, 
Markham, Cornelius Aubery, Godmanch, Huntingdon, Carrier, Oct 27. 
Comp. Reg Nov 22. 
Mathers, John, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Nov 9. Comp. Reg Nov 22. 
Maule, Wm Hemming, Westuaoreland-st, Pimlico, Government Clerk, 
Nov 18. Comp. Weg Nov 19. 
Melliar, John, Bristol, Drapers Assistant, Novill. Asst. Reg Nov 20, 
Morris, Geo, Lamb’s Conduit-st, Tailor. Nov 4. Comp. Heg Nov 22 
Moss, Jas, Leeds, Grocer. Oot 29. Asst. Keg Nov 22. 
Murrin, Wm, Newton Bushel, Devon, Butcher. Oct 26, 
Nov 19. 
Neufliess, Jas, Kirm, Tailor. 


Comp. Reg 


Oct 25, Comp. Reg Nov 20. 
Oct 26, Comp. 











Oct 5. Asst. 
Nov 10, 





Nicholson, 4 Thos, Barlow Moor, Lancashire, Gent, 

Reg Nov 1 

Praed, Winthrop Mackworth, Marazion, Cornwail, Grocer. 

Comp. Reg Nov 22, 

Richardson, Richd, Fakenham, Norfolk, Boot Maker. Oct 25. Asst. 
Reg Nov 22. 

Riley, Wm Bolton,Manch, Comm Agent. Oct6. Asst. Reg Nov 22. 

Roberts, John Done, Lpool, Draper. Nov 5. Asst. Reg Nov 20, 

Royle, Hy, Sheffield, Plumber. Oct 30. Comp. Reg Nov 20. 

Smallman,Hy, Birm, Draper. Oct 30. Asst. Reg Nov 22. 

ee Jas, Cropwell Butler, Nottingham, Butcher, Nov 13. Comp. 

Reg Nov 19. 

Steel, Wm, Bexley, Kent, Saddler. Nov 18. Comp. Reg Nov 20. 

Stewardson, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Beer Retailer. Oct 14. Asst. 

Rex Nov 22. 


Taplin, Thos, St Mary’s-sq, Paddington, Auctioneer. Sept 16. Comp. 
Reg Nov 23. 
Tarelli, Geo Holborn, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Milliner. Oct 22. Comp. 


Reg Nov 22. 

Tuylor, Geo, Sheffield, Grocer. Oct28. Asst. 

Thomas, Jas Shapland, York-rd, Lambeth, Builder. 
Reg Nov 22, 

Topham, Joseph, Eaton Socon, Bedfordshire, Cornfactor. 
Reg Nov 19. 

Walsh, Thos, Triangle, nr Halifax, York, Grocer. Oct 26. Asst. Reg 

Nov 20. 

Ww atson, | Geo Fredk, Brompton-rd, Draper. Nov 1}. 

Novy 22. 

Webster, Isaac Wm, Reform-p!, Trafalgar-p], Greenwich, Oilman. Nov 


Reg Nov 22. 
Nov9. Asst. 


Oct 22. Asst. 


Comp. Reg 


5. Comp. Reg Nov 22. 

White, John, Ossett, York, Cloth Manufacturer, Oct 26. Comp. Reg 
Nov 19. 

Wiison, Joseph Wm, Dewsbury, York, Upholsterer. Nov 1. Comp. 


Reg Nov 2 
Ww ison, Joseph, Wittou Gilbert, Durham, Tailor. 
Nov | 


Nov 13. Comp. Reg 


Bankrupis. 
Farwar, Nov. 19, 1869. 

To Surrender in London. 

Ashmore, Camm, Neville-ter, Hornsey-rd, Commercial Traveller. Pet 

Nov 17. Pepys, Dec2 at 2. Kynaston & Co, King’s Arms-yard. 

Ashton, Chas Wm, High Wycombe, Bucks, Seedsman, Pet Nov 12. 
Decl atl. Spicer, Staple-inn. 

Atwater, Jas Wm, North Woolwich, Kent, Grocer’s Assistant. Pet 
Nov 17. Dec 8atl. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 

Bacher, Adolph, Jubitee-st, Commercial-rd East, Fancy Bag Maker. 
Pet Nov 13. Pepys. Dec2at 12. Goatiey, Bow-st, Covent-gar- 
den. 

Barrett, Fredk, Salisbury, Wilts, Painter. Pet Nov 16. Dec 8 atl. 
Joues, New-inn, Strand. 

Barrett, Jas, Blendon-row, East-st, Walworth, Dried Fish Salesman. 
Pet Nov 13. Murray. Dec6ati2. Poole, Barthoiemew-close. 

Beall, Barvard, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov i6. Pepys. Dec 
Gatli. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. 

Bentley, Jas, Harrietsham, Kent, Farmer. 
Dec 1 at 12. West & King, Cannon-st. 

Booth, Wm, Wyclitf-rd, Wandsworth, Agent's Clerk. 
Pepys. Dec 2at!. Burt, Guildhall- chambers. 

Borehenger, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 16 (for pan). 
Brougham. Dec8at2. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Box, Joseph Wm, King’s-rd, Peckham, Brickmaker. Pet Nov 17. Mur- 
ray. Dec 8 at 1}. ‘Barron, Queen-st, Cheapside. 


Pet Nov 15. Murray. 


Pet Nov 16. 


Bristow, Robt, Woolwich, Kent, Grocer. Pet Nov 17. Pepys. Dee 2 
at 2. Edwards, Bush-lane. 
Pe: Nov ll. Dec 1 


Brown, Hy, Heath-rd, Twickenham, Coal Dealer. 
atll. Gardiner, St Swithin’s-lane. 

Buckhurst, Hester Ann, Erith, Kent, Provision Dealer. 
Murray. Dee Gat2. Gibson, Abchurch-lane. 

Champion, Geo, W: estbeurne-ter North, Journeyman Carpenter. Pet 
Nov 16. Pepys. Dec 2at 1. Eaden, Gray’s-in-sq. 

Cobden, John, Prisoner fur Debt, London. Pet Nov 13 (for pan). 
Brougham. Deciat2. Gray, Arundel-st, Strand. 

Collinson, Hy Weir, Prisoner for Debt, Loudon. Pet Nov 13 (for pan). 
Murray. Dec6 atil. Pope, Gt Jawes- st, Bedford-row. 

Creed, ‘thos, & Wm Creed, Camberwoll New -rd, Builders. Pet Noy 15. 
Murray. Dec 6 at 12. Elmslie & Co, Leadenhall-st. 

Cumunings, Sam}, Portobello-rd, Notting-hili, Pouiterer. Pet Now 16. 
Pepys. Deczati. Tee, Frederick’s-pl, Old Jewry. 

Dubber, Hy, Westow-st, Upper Norwood, Stationer. 
Murray. Dec lat 11. Parry, Croydon. 

Dunkley, John, Ebury- st, Pimlico, Boot;Maker. Pet Nov i7. Mur- 
ray. Dec 6 at 2. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Eassie, Wm, Bingfield-st, Caledoman-rd, Mining Agent. Pet Nov 15. 
Pepys. Dec2at lz. Doyle & Co, Verulam-bldgs, Gray’s-inn, for 
Tayrton, Gloucester 

Elphick, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Wine Merchant. Pet Nov i5. Decl 
at2, Webb, Austin-friars. 

Frith, Anthony francis, Star-corner, Bermondsey, Plumber. Pet 
Nov 16, Murray. Doc 6 at 1. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs, Guildhall. 


Pet Nov 17. 


Pat Nov 17. 


Frost, John, Delf-st, Bermondsey, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 13. 
Dec 8 at 2. Sykes, Founders’-hall, Swithin’s-lane. 
Geen, Geo, Lambeth-walk, Fruiterer, Pet Nov 16. Murray. Dee 6 


at 1. Nand, Basinghall-st. 
Hagmaier, Joseph Lewis, Stratford, Essex, Pork Butcher. 
Dec 8 at 2. Lund, Castle-st, Holborn. 
Harrison, Wm, Basted Farm, Kent, Farmer. Pet Nov 11. 
12, Smith & Co, Basinghall-st; Stenning, Tandridge. 
Hoad,jThos, Weymoulh-st, Portlaad-pl, Piumber. Pet Nov 16, Dee 
8atl. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs, Basinghall-st. 
Jermyn, Peter, Weedington-rd, Kentish-town, Grocer. Pet Nov 15. 


Pet Nov 17. 
Dec 1 at 


Murray. Deo Gat 12, Barton & Drew, Fore=st. 
Jeasop, Geo, Kilburn-pk-rd, Tailor, Pet Nov iz. Pepys. Dec 2 at 2. 
Dobie, Businghall- +t. 
Pet Nov 15. 


Johnson, Hy, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Smack Owner. 
Murray. Deo 6 at 12. 
Keeling, Wm, Walmer-ter, Konsington-pk, Boot Maker. 


Cowdell & Grundy, Budge-row, Cannon-st. 
Pet Nov 15, 





Nicholson, Senior, Batley, York, Flock Merchant. 
Reg Nov 22. 


Spicer, Stapie-inn, 


Deo Sat la. 
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Layton, Geo, Litddebarapetend, Herts, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 15. ) — oe 


Pepys. Dec2 at 1. Scott, Bastnghall-st. 

Levoi, Abraham Levy, Douglas-rd, Canonbury, out of business. 
Nov 15. Dec Sat Il. Solomon, Finsbury-pl. 

Mallet, John Capon. Dover, Kent, Pilot. Pet Nov16. Pepys. 
at 1- Nichols & Co, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-inn, for Fox, Dover. 

McCarthy, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Reading. Pet Nov 17. Pepys. Dec 
9at11. Freeman, Bedford-row, 

Menz, Hermann, Ciaylands-rd, Clapham-rd, Stonemason. Pet Nov 15, 
Dec 1 at 2. Peverley, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 

Nicholson, Isaiah Birt, Prisoner for Debt, Reading. Adj Nov 13. 
Roche. Dec 8 at 11. 

Nurse, Cedric, Alfred-pl, Brixton-rd, out of business. Pet Nov 15, 
Dec | at 2. Stanley, Austin-friars. 
Oakley, Richd, Landport. Hants, Draper. 
6atl. Allen & Co, Old Jewry. 
Partington, John. Royal Oak-ter, Paddington, Undertaker. 

15. Murray. Dec6at12. Hicks, Coleman-st. 

Perfect, Jas Robt, Herne-Bay, ey House Agent. Pet Nov 17. Mur- 
ray. Nov 29xt ll. Jones, East Temple- chambers, Whitefriars-st. 
Price, Wm, Hackney-wick, Licensed Victualler’s Manager. Pet Nov 16, 

Dec 8 at 12, Podmore, Union-ct, Old Broad-st. 
Richardson, John, Douro.cottages, St John’s-wood, Railway Clerk. 
Pet Nov i7. Dec8at2. Nind, Basinghall-st. 
Scott, John, sen, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 13 (for pau). 
Brougham. Dec $at12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 
Shippy, Arthur, Wood-st, Trimming Manufacturer. Pet Nov]2. Mur. 
Pet Nov 12, 


Pet 
Dec 2 


Pet Nov 3. Murray. Dec 
Pet Nov 


ray. Dec 1 at 11. Jones, Queen-! st, Cheapside. 
Spooner, David, West Abbey-rd. Kilburn, no business. 
Dec | at 12. ‘Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl. 

Stannard, Chas Dnnsford, Greenwich, Kent, Oilman. Pet Nov 15. Mur- 
ray. Declatl. Peckham, Gt Knightrider-st, Doctors’-commons. 
Stratt, Hy, & Edwin Strutt, Prisoners for Debt, London. 

(for pau). Brougham. Dec 8at1l. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Tidédy, Wm Alfred, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 15 (for pau). 
Murray. Dee 6at1. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st, 
Tucker, Zachariah Edwin, Southampton-st, Camberwell, 

Maker. Pet Nov 15. Pepys. Dec2at1l. New, Basinghall-st. 


Ventham, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 13 (for pau). Mur- | 
' Hancock, Alfred, Bath, Labourer, 


Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 


ray. Dec6at li 
Pet Nov 17. 


Wain, Thos, Cloth-fair, Smithfield, Clothier. 

6at2. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

Ward, John, Goodge 
Dec 2at2 Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Watkins, Richd, Shafton-rd, Clapton, Comm Agent. 
ray. Decfiat 1. Hendricks, Fen-ct, Fenchurch-st. 

Windell, Jas Chitham, Brown’s-lane, Spitalfields, Carpenter. 
16. Murray. Dec6 atl. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

Wright, Dan!, Prince’s-st, Stamford-st, Glass Manufacturer. 
17. Dec6at ll. Cooke, Gresham-bidgs, Basinghall-st. 

Yeulet, Geo, Finchinfield, Essex, Carrier, Pet Nov 15. 
Evans & Lang, John-st, Bedford-row. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Allatt, Edwd, Castleford, York, Plumber. Pet Nov 16. Coleman. Pon- 
tefract, Dec lat 11, Jefferson, Pontefract. 

Arrowsmith, Jas, Thornley, Durham, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 15. 
well. Durbam, Nov 30 at11l. Salkeld, Durham. 

Asher, John, Keysoe, Pedfordshire, Carrier. Pet Nov 6. 
Bedford, Dec § (not Nov 8, as in last Gazette) at 4. 
Stimson. Bedford. 

Bagley, Richd. Birm, Journeyman Toolmaker. 
Birm, Dec 10 at 10. Kennedy, Birm. 

Balls, Stephen Robt, Norwich, Bui'der. 
wich, Nov 29 at Vt, Stanley, Norwich. 

Barker, Robt, South Shields, Durham, Master Mariner. 
Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Nov 29 at 12. 
Sunderland. 

Barnes, Wm Ryley, 


Murray. Dec 


Pet Nov 16. Mur- 
Pet Nov 


Dec 8 at 12, 


Green- 


Henrich, 


Pet Nov 15. 


Pet Nov 15. Palmer. Nor- 


Tamworth, Stafford, Soda Water Manufacturer. 
Pet Nov 15. Hill. Birm, Dee | at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Barnsdal!, John Spensiey, No ttingham, Painter. Pet Nov 16. 
Birm, No vo atll. Enfield & Dawson, Nottingham. 

Bartlett, Sami Isaac ighton, Sussex, out of business. 
{for pan). B wes, Dec 10 at 12. 

Beckworth, T cy i Leicester, Builder. Pet Nov 16, 
Birra, Nov 30at 11. Heath, Nottingham. 

Birkmyer, Jas Bruce, Exeter, Artmcaster. Pet Nov 18. 
atli. Fiond, Exeter. 

Bishop, John Hy, Plymouth, Devon, Shipwright. Pet Nov 12. 

Zast St tonehouse Decl atl. Beer & Rundle, Devonport. 

Blackbarn, Th in de rclife, York, Stuff Warehouseman. 
Bradford, Dee 15. Berry, Bradford. 

Booth, Wm, Barne etby-I ¢- Wold, Linco! ne Grocer. 
Dee 8 at 12. Spurr & Chambers, Ha!! 

Boucher, Wm, Hewdley, Worcester, Chemist. 
Birm, Dec 1 at 12, Corbett, Kidderminster. 

Braithwaite, John, blockhonse, Worcester. Carpenter. 
Crisp. Worcester, Nov 30 at ll, Tree, Worcester, 

Breedon, Thos, & Geo Breedon, King's Nortor, Worcester, Builders. 
Pet Nov 15. Hill. Birm, Dec 1 at12. Powell, Birm. 

Bright, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Adj Nov ll. Hill. 
Dec | at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Brown, Jaz, & Thos Brown, Congleton. Chester, Joiners. 
Latham. Congleton, Nov 27 at 11. Cooper, ‘Congleton. 

Brown, Thos, Pickering, York, Shopkeeper. Pet Nov 18. 
6 at ll. Ward & Son, Leeds. 

Backley, Wm, Koyton, Lancashire, Salesman. 
Oldham, Dec | at 12, Bent, Manch. 

Campbell, Chas, Glastonbury, Somerset, Tailor. 
Eristol, Dec Latil. Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 

Campbel), Jas, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 15. 
W at i. Evans & Lockett, Lpool. 

Catchpole, Thos John, Brighton, Sussex, out of business. 
(or pat 4). Blaker. Lewes, Dee 10 at 12. 

Chapman, John, Sunderland, Darham, Butcher. 
Sunderland. Dec 2 at 11. Dixon, Sunderland, 

Chesterton, Geo, Hereford, Fruit Dealer. Pet Nov 13. 
Hereford, Now Watl0. Arthy, Hereford, 


Exeter, Dec 2 
Pearce. 
Pet Nov 16. Leeds, 
Yet Nov 17. Hill. 
Pet Nov 16. 


Birm, 
Pet Nov 15, 
Leeds, Dec 
Pet Nov 17. Tweedale. 


Pet Nov 17. Wilde. 
Lpool, Nov 
Pet Nov 16 
Pet Nev 16. Ellis. 


Reynolds, 





Pet Nov 13 ; 


| Hanson, John, Halifax, York, Shopkeeper. 
t, Tottenham-ct-rd, Printer. Pet Nov 17.. Pepys. | 


Pet Nov | 


| Hudspeth, Robt, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Journeyman Joiner. 


| Iggulden, Hy, Newport, Monmonth, Commercial Traveller. 


Conquest’ & | 


Guest. | 


Pet Nov 15. | 
Graham & Graham, | 


. | Kettle, John Thos, Newcastle-npon-Tyne, Assistant Clothier. 

Tudor, 
! 

Pet Nov 16 


Tudor. | 


Pet Nov 16. | 





Eccleshill, Staffordshire, Brick Manufacturer. Pet Nov 

1. Birm, Dec 1] at 12, Hand, Stafford; James & Griffin, 

Cleef. f. Edwa Van, Brighton, Sussex, out of business. Pet Nov 16 (for 
pau). Blaker. Lewes, Dec 10 at 12. 
Cocb, Amos, Coombe Keynes, Dorset, Brickmaker. Pet Nov 16, 
Filliter. Wareham, Dec3 at |. Howard, Weymouth. 
Colbeck, Jas, Cawood, York, out of business. Pet Nov 15. 
Selby, Dec 3 at 11. Harle, Leeds. 

Cushen, Edwd, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Fishmonger, Pet Nov 15. Blake. 
Newport, Dec 1 at II. Hooper, Newport. 

Dempsey, Patrick, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Provision Dealer. Pet Nov 
15. Ansdell, St Helen’s, Dec | at 11. Swift, St Helen’s, 

Donovan, Jas, Cardiff, Glamorganshire, Beerhouse Keever. Pet Nov 
13. Langley. Cardiff, Nov 30 atll. Raby, Cardiff. 

Eckles, Geo, Kingston-upon-Hull, Joiner. Pet Nov6. Leeds, Dac 8 
at lz, Saxelbve & Co, Hull. 

Egginton, Walter, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Ironfourder. Pet Nov 16. 
Brown. Wolverhampton, Nov 30 at 12. Bartlett, Wolverhamptor. 

Escott, Wm, Goathurst, Somerset, Tailor. Pet Nov 16. Lovibond. 
Bridgwater, Dec lat 10. Veysey, Bridgwater. 

Essery, John, Devonport, Devon, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 13. 
East Stonehonse, Dec Latil. Beer & Rundle, Devonport. 

Evans, Thos, Carmarthen, Grocer. Pet Nov 16. Wilde. Bristol, Dee 1 
at ll. Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 

Evars, David, Pentre Estell, Glamorgan, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 15. 
Morris. Swansea, Dec 2at2. Morris, Swansea. 

Farnill, Wm, Rotherham, York, Toy Dealer. Pet Nov 17, Newman. 
Rotheram, Nov 29 atl. Whitfield, Rotheram. 

Gamble, Tom, Derby, Hotel Keeper. Pet Nov 17. 
Nov 30 atll. Moody, Derby; James & Griffin, Birm. 

George, Hy John, Handsworth, Staffordshire, out of business. Pet Nov 
16, Guest. Birm, Dec 10 at 10. Allen, Birm, 

Gossop, Thos, Shrewsbury, Salop, Boot Maker. Pet Nov 13. Peele. 
Shrewsbury, Dec fat 10.30. Morris, Shrewsbury. 


Newstead. 


Pearce, 


Tudor. Birm, 


| Gourlay, Wm, Worthington, Cumberland, Grocer. PetNov 15. Waugh. 
Firework {| 


Cockermouth, Dec 6 at 3. Hayton, Cockermouth. 
Gray, Nathaniel. Whitehaven, Cumberland, Boot Maker. 
Were. Whitehaven, Nov 30 at 11. Mason, Whitehaven. 
Pet Nov 13. Bath, Nov 3) at 12. 


Pet Nov 15. 


McCarthy, Bath. 


Pet Nov 15. Rankin. 


Halifax, Dec 3 at 10. Jubb, Halifax. 
Higgins, Wm, Caerleon, Moumouth, out of business. Pet Nov 13. 
Roberts. Newport, Nov 30at1l. Morgan, Newport. 

Higgs, Albert, Dunstable, Bedfordshire, Grocer, Pet Nov 13. 
Luton, Nov 30 at 11.30. Nicholson, Luton. 
Hill, Jas, Bath, Bookbinder. Pet Nov 13. Bath, 

McCarthy, Bath. 
Hinde, Saml Hy, Brighton. Sussex, out of business, 
pau). Blaker. Lewes, Dec 10 at 12, 


Austin 
Nov 30 at 12. 
Pet Nov 16 (for 


Pet Nov 


15, Clayton. Newcastle, Dec 4 at 10. Clavering, Newcastle-upon- 


| _ Tyne. 
| Ideson, John, & Wm Ideson, Habergham Eaves, Lancashire, out of 


Boot & 
Pet Nov 


business. Pet Nov 16. Fardell. Manch, Dec7 at J1. 


Rylance, Manch. 


Bradgate, Newport. 


Newport, Nov 30 ail. 
Lpool, Nov 30 at 3. 


Pet Nov 16. Hime. 


16. Roberts. 

Jones, Wm, Lpool, Grocer. 
Dixon, Lpool. 

Jenes, Geo, Swansea, Glamorgan, Wheelwright. 
Swansea, Dec l at2. Smith, Swansea. 

Jury, ‘Ym Burton, Maidstone, Kent, Painter. Pet Nov 13. 
more. Maidstone, Nov 30 at1l. Goodwin, Maidstone. 

Kendal, Wm, Manch, Merchant. Pet Nov 17. Fardell. Manch, Decl 
at 12. Robinson, Manch, 

Ker, Wm, Consett, Durham, out of business. Pet Nov 16. 
Shotley Bridge, Dec Gat l. Salkeld, Durnam: 


Pet Novl. Morris. 


Scuda- 


Booth, jun. 


Pet 
Joel, New- 


Pet Nov 16, 
Rhyl, 


Nov 17. Clayton. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Dec 4 at 10. 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

Langdon, Robt Bourne, Dartmouth, Devon, Baker. 
Bryett. Totnes, Dec 4 at 1. Windiatt, Totnes. 

Lawrance, John, Manch, out of business. Pet Nov 16. 
Dec 8atil. Williams, Rhyl. 

Legg, Jas, Swansea, Glamorgan, Labourer. 
Swansea, Dec | at 2. Morris, Swausea. 

Lewis, Daniel, Pontywain, Monmouth, Collier. 
Newport, Nov 30 at 1. Cathcart, Newport. 

Lindley, Wm, Bingham, Nottingham, Labourer. 
Birm, Nov 30 at 11. Belk, Nottingham. 

Little, Geo, Lea, Hereford. Shoemaker. Pet Nov 13. Collins. 
Nov 25 at 12, Williams, Ross. 

Morley, Wm, Hucknall Torkard, Nottingham, Cordwainer. Pet Nov 
17. Patchitt. Nottingham, Dec 22 at 10.30. Smith, Nottingham. 
Morris, Wm, Stratford-ipon-Avon, Warwickshire, broker. Pet Nov 12. 

Hobbes, Stratford-upon-Avon, Nov 27 at 10. Greyes, Stratford-on- 


Sisson. 


Pet Nov3. Morris. 


Pet Nov 17. Roberts. 


Pet Nov 16. Tudor, 


Ross, 


Avon. 
Norfolk, Wm John Fredk, Lpool, Newspaper Proprietor. Pet Nov 15. 
Lpool, Dec 1 at il, Laces & Co, Lpool. 
Orton, Geo, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leicester, Contractor. Pet Nov 13. 
sae Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Nov 27at1. Wilson, Burton-upon- 
rent. 
Ouston, Richd, Kingston-upon-Hall, 
Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, Nov 30 at II. 
Oxley, Wm, Sheffield, Silver Cutier. Pet Nov 16, 
Dec 3atl. Micklethwaite, Sheffield, 

Parfrey, John, Swansea, Glamorgan, Coach Builder. Pet Nov 3, 
Morris. Swansea, Dec 1 at2. Morris, Swansea, 

Parker, Jas Upson, Grandisburgh, Suffolk, Carpenter. Pot Nov 15. 
Reeve. Woodbridge, Dec3 at 43. Pollard, Ipswich. 

Parry, Wm, Lianerchymeddd, Anglesey, Publ can. Pet Nov 16. Dew. 
Liangetni, Dec 2 at 12.30. Hughes, l'regela, 

Pearson, Chas, Castleford, Yorkshire, Grocer, Vet Nov 1%. Leeds, Dec 
6 at Ll. Harle, Leeds. 

Raweon, Chas, Sheffield, pan: Pet Nov 13. Wake. Sheffield, Dec 
Sati. Fairburn, Sheffleld, 


General Broker. Pet Nov 15, 
Eaton, Hull, 
Wake. Sheffield, 
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Scott, John, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Nailmaker. Pet Nov ll. Bur- 
ton. Gainsborongh, Nov 29 at ll. Bladon, (iainsberough. 

Scotson, Geo, Cornforth, Durham, Mason. Pet Nov 12, Greenwell. 
Durham, Nov 30 at ll. Marshall, jun., Durnam. 

Shaw, Joseph, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, out of business. Pet Nov 16- 
Clayton. Neweastle. Dec 4 at 10. Wallace, Newcastle-upon-Tyne- 

Slater, John, Tettenhall-wood, Stafford, Market Gardener. Pet Nov 12- 
Brown. Wolverhampton, Nov 30at 12. Langman, Wolverhampton- 

Smyth, Thomas, Wellingore, Lincoln, Bootmaker. Pet Novl5. Peuke- 
Sleaford, Nov 29 at 2. Rex. Lincoln. 

Stallybrass, Chas Ellah, Cardiff, Glamorganshire. Coal Merchant. Pet 
Nov 13. Wilde. Bristol, Nov 29 at 11. Ingledew, Cardiff; Press & 
Inskip, Bristol. 

Tranter, Benj, Tinton, Stafford. Pet Nov 13. Walker. Dudley, Dec 2 
atl2. Stokes, Dudley. 

Whiteway, Wm Bartlett. Kingsteignton, Devon, no business. Pet 
Nov 16. Exeter,Dec2at 11. Fryer, Exeter. 

Washington, Hy, Halifax. Yorkshire, Butcher, Pct Nov 16. Rankin. 
Halifax, Dec 3 at 10. Sutcliffe, Halifax. 

Westell, Thos, St Ebbe, Oxford, Publican, Pet Nov9. Dudley. Ox- 
ford, Nov 30 at 10. Edwards, Bush-lane. 

Wiblin. Geo Fredk, Oxford, Butcher. Pet Novl6. Dadley. Oxford, 
Dec 7 at 10. Thompson, Oxford. 

Williams, Joseph, Liang oedmore, nr Cardigan, Tanner. Pet Nov 15. 
Wilde. Bristol, Nov 29, at ll. Mitchell, Cardigan; Henderson & 
Salmon, Bristol. 

Toespay, Nov. 23, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 
Aris, Wm, West Cowes, Isle of Wight, Hotel Keeper. Pet Nov 15, 
Pepys. Dec9at2. Peacock & Co, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
Ayers, Geo Nutton, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 17 (for pau). 
Brougham. Dec6at1. Jay, Thanet-pl, Temple. 

Barker, Wm Joseph, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 17 (for pau). 
Brougham. Dec6at12. Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Barry, Rickard, Upper Berkeley-st, Portman-sq, Tailor. Pet Nov 18, 
Dec 6at 12. Lovatt, King William-st. 

Beckett, Mark, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 19 (for pau). 
Brougham. Dec6at2. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Beghin, Louis Augustus, Catherine-ct, Tower-hill, Merchant. Pet Nov 
17. Pepys. Dec9atl. Randal, King’s Bench-walk. 

Carr, Hy. Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Chemist. Pet Nov 18. Dec 9 at 12. 
Edmunds, St Bride’s-avenue, Fleet-st. 

Cottrell, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 17 (for pau). Pepys. 
Dec 9 at 11. Lawrence, Lincolnis-inn-fields. 

Cox, Chas, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Nov 18 (for pau). Brougham, 
Dec 6 at 1. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Cutting, Nathaniel, Lauder-ter, Sydney-rd, Colney Hatch, Carpenter. 
Pet Nov 18. Murray. Dec8at12. Abbott, Worship-st, Finsbury. 
Cutts, Alfred Jas, Maxwell-cottages, Jamaica Level, Bermondsey, 
Journeyman Wheelwright. Pet Nov 18. Dec 6at12. Hicks, Cole- 

man-st. 

Davey, Ephraim, Maidenhead, Berkshire, Clerk. Pet Nov 19. Pepys. 
Dec 9 atl. Spicer, Staple-inn, for Spicer, Marlow. 

a “ery Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 18, Roche. Dec 
Oat li. 

Denn, Wm Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 17 (for pau). 
Murray. Dec8 at 12. Jay, Thanet-pl, Temple. 

Evans, Wm Lenj, Hercules-bidgs, Lambeth, Stonemason, Pet Nov 16. 
Dec 8 atl. Goatley. Bow-st, Covent-garden, 

Everest, Wm Alex, Epsom, Surrey, Attorney-at-Law. Pet Nov 19. 
Dec 6 at 2. White, Russell-sq 

Goldstein, Nathan, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 18. Roche. 
Dec 20 at 11. 

Hawes, Robt, Wartling, Sussex, Farmer. Pet Nov 19. Murray. Dec 
6at 12. Tippetts & Son, Gt St Thomas the Apostle, for Coles, East- 
bourne. 

Hill, John, Hounslow, Middx, Confectioner. Pet Nov 19 (for pau). 
Pepys. Dec 9at 2. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Hunt, Joseph Mortimer, Fulham-rd, Middx, Builder. Pet Nov 19. Dec 
6at2. Lomax, Old Bond-st. 

Jennings, Fras Barnard, Ipswich, Suffolk, Attorney. Pet Nov 19. 
Murray. Dee 6at 12. Grimsey, Ipswich. 

Johnson, Jas, Monkwell-st, Woollen Warehouseman. Pet Nov 15. 
Pepys. Dec9at12. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Builder, John Wm Kelson, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 18 (for 
pau). Murray. Dec8at1l. Goatly, Bow-st, Covent Garden. 

Kitchiner, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 19 (for pau). 
Murray. Dec 8 at 2. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Lee, Fredk Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 18. Roche. 
Dec 20 at ll, 

Love, Hy Saml, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 17 (for pat). 
Murray. Dec 8at12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

a, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 18. Roche. Dec 

at 


Mara, Wm Hy, Bramley-rd, Notting-hill, Glass Dealer. Pet Nov 19. 
Murray. Dec8 atl. Wilding, Titchborne-st, Edgware-rd. 

Marks, Geo, Frederick-pl, Caledonian-rd, Metal Dealer. Pet Nov 20. 
Murray. Dec 8 at2. Scarth, Welbeck-st, Cavendish-sq. 

Marshall, Alex, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 18, Dec 6 at 2. 
Lawrence & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Miller, Hy, Tavistock-row, Covent-garden, Potatoe Salesman. Pet Nov 
18. Pepys. Dec9 at il. Wright, Chancery-lane. 

Moore, Hy, Bury-ct, St Mary Axe, Paper Manufacturer. Pet Nov 18, 
Pepys. Dec 9 at 12. Moss, Gracechurch-st. 

Oppen, Wm Augustus Edwd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 17. 
(for pau). Pepys. Dec9 at 12. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Read, Wm, Well-st, Camberwell, out of business. Pet Novl8. Pepys. 
Dee 9atl. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

Robinson, Jas Nicholas, Skinner-st, Lithographic Printer. Pet Nov 18. 
Murray. Dec 8 at 12. Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

Rutter, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 19 (for pau). Pepys. 
Dec 9 at 1. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Rutter, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 19 (for pau). Murray. 
Dec 8 at 2. Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Ryott, Thos Lamdin, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 17 (for pau), 
Brougham, Dec6 atl2. Jay, Thanet-pl, Temple, 

Sale, David, Devonshire-st, Queen-sq, Builder, Pet Nov 17. Dee 6 at 

11, Taylor, King’serd, Bedford-row. 





Sander, Geo Nicholas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Novl3. Roche. 
Dec 20 at ll. 

Sawyer, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 17 (for pau). Mur- 
ray. Dec 8atlt. Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-felds. 

Shea, Thos Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 18, Brougham. 
Dec 6 at 1. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Sparks, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 17 (for pau). Murray, 
Dec 8 at 1!. Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Stubbs, Richd, Prisoner for Debt, London. Adj Nov 18 (for pau). 
Murray. Dec8atl. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

Stunden, Thos Friend, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet.Nov 19 (fur pau). 
Brougham. Dec6at2. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Teece, Hy, Prisoner fur Debt, London. Pet Nov 19 (for pau). Murray, 
Dec8 at 2. Laurence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Tidy, Wm Whitworth, Maiden-lane, Covent-garden, Licensed Victualler. 
Pet Nov 18. Dec6at12. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Townsend, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 18 (for pau). 
Murray. Dec8 at 1. Goatly, Bow-st, Covent-garden. 

Wallarge, Wm Pollard, Linton-st South, Islington, Bootmaker. 
Pet Nov18. Murray. Dec 8 atl. Cooper, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Warne, Jas, North-st, Knightsbridge, Dairyman. Pet Nov17. Dec6é 
atll. Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Wharton, Emmanuel, West Drayton, Middlesex, out of business. Pet 
Nov 18. Murray. Dec8ati2. Pittman, Stamford-st. 

Wi'son, Joseph Thos, Newman-st, Oxford-st, Journeyman Carpenter, 
Pet Nov 18. Murray. Dec8at 12. Pullen, Cloisters, Temple. 

Young, Wm Christie, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 18 (for pau). 
Pepys. Decl0at il. Watson, Basinghall-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Aikin, Fras, Heigham, Norwich, Tea Dealer. Pet Nov 19. Palmer. 
Norwich, Dec 6at ll. Sadd, Norwich. 

Andrew, Wm, Stalybridge, Lancashire, out of business. Pet Nov 18. 
Fardell. Manch, Dec 6 at 11. Law, Manch. 

Bailey, Timothy, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet Nov 11 (for pau). 
Harley. Bristol, Dec 3 at 12. 

Barker, Chas, Kingston-upon-Hull, Bootmaker, Pet Nov 20. Phillips. 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Dec 4 at 11. Summers, Hull. 

Barrow, Thos, Blackburn, Lancashire, Journeyman Brewer. Pet Nov 
19. Eastham. Clitheroe, Dec 3 at10. Hall, Biackburn. 

Bayliss, Saml, Birm, Journeyman Baker. Pet Nov 18. Guest. Birm, 
Dec 10 at 10. Duke, Birm. 

Bean, Juhu, York, Bootmaker. Pet Noy 18. Perkins. York, Dec 7 
atl. Anderson, York. 

Beardsley, Godfrey, Ilkeston, Derby, Lacemaker. Pet Nov 18. Ingle. 
Belper, Dec 9 at 12. 

Bell, Thos, Lymm, Cheshire, Joiner. Pet Noy2. Nicholson. Warriag- 
ton, Dec 9 at 1. Fletcher, Northwich. 

Beisten, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet Nov 3 (for pau). Harley. 
Bristol, Dec 3 at 12. . 

Belsten, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet Nov 13 (for pau). Harley. 
Bristol, Dec 3 at 12. 

Block, Thos, Cheshire, out of business. Pet Nov 17. Fuardell. Manch, 
Dec 8 at 12. Grundy & Coulson, Manch. 

Bridge, John, Worcestershire, out of business. Pet Nov 18. Crisp, 
Worcestershire, Dec 7 at 11. Wilson, Worcestershire. 

Brotherton, Theophilus, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 20. Macrae. 
Manch, Dec 16 at 12. Leigh, Manch. 

Browning, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet Nov 13 (for pan). Hare 
ley. Bristol, Dec 3 at 12, 

Bruce, Wm Wallace, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj Nov 17. Lpool, 
Dec 3 at ll. 

Buchanan, Norman Wm, Hastings, Sussex, Hair Dresser. Pet Nov 20. 
Young. Hastings, Dec4at ll. Philbrick, Hastings. 

Backley, Robt, Oldham, Lancashire, Waste Dealer. Pet Nov 18. Twee- 
dale. Oldham, Dec 6 at 12. Ascroft, Oldham. 

Burgess, Gev, Folkestone, Kent, Beer Retailer. Pet Nov 16. Brockman. 
Folkestone, Dec 6 at 3. Minter, Folkestone. 

Connell, Peter, Manch, Baker. Pet Nov 20. Macrae. Manch, Dec 3 
at ll. Marsland & Addleshaw, Manch. 

Cooper, Jas, Chesterfield, Derbyshire, out of business. Pet Nov 16. 
Wake. Chesterfield, Dec 7 at 11. Cutts, Chestertield. 

Cooper, Richd, Monkwearmouth, Durham, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
Nov 18. Ellis. Sunderland, Dec 6 atll. Barker, Sunderland. 

Cope, Wm. Birm, General Caster. Pet Nov 19. Guest. Birm, Dee 10 
at 10. Jaques, Birm. 

Cowley, Jas, King’s Mills, Leicestershire, Millwright. Pet Nov 10. 
Weller. Derby, Dec 8 at 12. Heath, Derby. 

Crompton, John, Talk-on-the-Hill, Statfordshire, Retailer of Beer. Pet 
Nov 17, Slaney. Newcastie-under-Lyme, Dec 4 at 11. Sherratt, 
Talk-on-the-Hill. 

Crowther, Wm, Huddersfield, Yorkshire, Woollen Manufacturer. Pet 
Nov 1%. Jones. Huddersfield, Dec 13 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 
Currie, Jas, Askham, Lancashire, Grocer, Pet Nov 13. Postlethwaite. 

Ulverston, Dec 6 at 10. Jackson, Ulverston. 

Davy, Wm Wellington, Beccles, Suffolk, Plumber. Pet Nov 19, Fiske, 
Beccle:. Dec 7 at 10. Kent, Beccles. 

De Frece, Hy, & Maurice De Frece, Lpool, Music Hall Managers. Pet 
Nov 19. Hill. Birm,Dec8 at 12, Hodgson & Son, Sirm. 

Dunham, Danl, Harpenden, Herts, Baker. Pet Nov 18. Blagg. St 
Albans, Dec 6 at 2. Hicks, Coleman-st. 

Edwards, Zachariah, Barnstaple, Devon, Post Boy. Pet Nov 19. Barn- 
staple, Dec 7 at 12. Thorne, Barnstaple, 

Ford, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet Nov ll (for pan). Harley. 
Bristol. Dec 3 at 12, 

Fraser, Donald, Neath, Glamorgan, Coach Builder. Pet Nov iS. Morgan. 
Neath, Dec Gat ll. Morris, Swansea. 

Furniss, Joseph, Shettield, Journeyman Butcher. Pet Nov 18. Wake, 
Shettield, Dec 3at1. Micklethwaite, Sheffield, 

Fussell, John Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet Nov Ll (for pau), 
Harley. Bristol, Dec 3 at 12, 

Gibson, Wm, South Ferriby, Lincoln, Grocer. Pet Nov 17. Brown, 
Barton-on-Humber, Dec 15 at li. Mason, Barton-on—Humber. 

Haigh, Joseph Lees, Oldham, Lancashire, Grocer. Pet Nov 20. ‘Twee- 
dale. Oldham, Dec 8 at 12. Mellor, Oldham. 

Harding, Robt, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet Nov 20. Fardell. Manch, 
Dec 6 at 11. Leigh, Manch 

Heath, John, Walsall, Statford, Puddler, Pet Nov 19. Walsall, Dee 10 
at 12. Glover, Walsall, 
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Stow-in-Threekingham, Lincoln, Farmer. Pet Nov 19. 
Tudor. Birm, Dec 7 at li. Maples, Nottingham. 

Hern. Eleanor, Lapford, Devon, Draper. Pet Nov 16. 
Crediton, Dec 1 at 2. Fulford, North Tawton. 

Hewitt, Wm Hope, Upper Bangor, Carnarvon, Attorney. Pet Nov 17. 
Jones. Bangor, Dec8at1ll. Foulkes, Bangor. 

Hills, John, Harwood-rd, Fulham, out of business. Pet Nov 16 
(for pau). Biaker. Lewes, Dec 10 at 12. 

Hodgson, John, Sewerby-cum-Marton,Yorkshire, Gardener. Pet Nov 20. 
Harland. Bridlington, Dec 4 at 10. Richardson, Bridlington. 

Hood, Wm, Seaham Harbour, Hosier. Pet Novi9. Wright. Seaham 
Harbour, Dec 6 at !12. Dixon, Sunderland. 

Jones, Jas, Neath, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Nov 19. Wilde. Bristol, 
Dec 3 at il. Thomas, Neath ; Abbott & Leonard, Bristol. 

Kellett, Wm, & Wm Craven, Bradford, Yorkshire, Stuff Manufacturers. 
Pet Nov 19. Leeds, Dec 6 at il. Watson x Dickons, Bradford ; 
Bend & Barwick, Leeds. 

Kerr, Jas, Claypath. Durham, Publican. Pet Nov 17. 
Durham, Doc 6 at tl. Marshall,jun, Durham. 

King, Joseph, Brighton, Sussex, Grocer. Pet Nov 15. 
Brighton, Dec 4 at 1l. Lamb, Brighton. 

Matthews, Edwd, Copthorne, Devon, Cordwainer. 
Launceston, Dec 4 at 2. Bray, Stratton. 

Morgan, Geo Turner. Frisener for Debt, Gloucester. 
pau). Harley. Bristol, Dec 3 at 12, 

Moss, Benj Woolf, Portsea, Hants, out of business. 
Howard. Portsmouth, Dec 16 at 12. Champ, Portsea. 

Mycroft, Geo, Binnington Common, Derby, Earmer. 
Wake. Chesterfield, Dec 7 at il. Gee, Chesterfield. 

Organ, Hy, Barton Front-ter. Gloucester, Haulier. Pet Nov 19, Wilton. 
Gloucester, Dec 4 at 12. Cooke, Gloucester. 

Osborn, Wm, Michael, West Cowes, Isle of W tht, Cooper. 
Blake. Newport, Dec 4 at i1. Beckingsale, N Newport. 

Parker, Wm, Nottingham, Fishmonger. Pet Nov 
Nottingham, Dec 2 at 10.30. Cranch, Nottingham. 

Pitman, Hugh John, Derby, Painter. Pet Nov 12. 
Dec 8 at 12 Briggs, Derby. 

Powell, Richd, & Richd Penny, Widnes, Lancaster, Chemical Ma nufac- 
turers. Pet Nov 15. Lpool, Dec6 at 11. Etty, Lpool. 

Powell, Joseph Danl, Biddestone, Wilts, Shoe Maker. Pet Nov 17. 

Pet Nov 17. 


Henson, Thos, 


Sparkes. 


Greenwell. 
Evershed, 
White. 
Pet Nov 11 (for 
Pet Nov 17. 
Pet Nov 19 


Pet Nov 15, 


Pet Nov 18. 
19. Patchitt. 


Weller. Derby, 


Chippenham, Dec 3 atl. McCarthy, Frome. 

Renshaw, Saml, Barugh, York, Innkeeper. 
Barnsley, Dee 4 atil. Freeman, Huddersfieid. 

Rigby, Wm, Waterloo, Lancashire, out of business, 
Lpool, Dec 6 at 3. Ritson, Lpool. 

Roberts, John, Llandrindod, Radnor. Pet Nov 19. 
atl2. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Robinson, Wm, Fulstow, Lincoln, Schoolmaster. Pe 
Louth, Dec4datll. Hall. 

Robshaw, John, Dewsbury, Yorkshire, Bootmaker. 
son. Dewsbury, Dec 9at3. Scholes & Brearey, 

Sargeant, Edwd, Darlington, Durham, Labourer. 
Darlington, Dec 3 at 10. Nixon, Darlington. 

Scott, Wm. Lpool, Plumber. Pet Nov 20. Hime. 
Blackhurst, Lpool. 

Scott, John, Chesterfiel d, Derbyshire, Journeyman Joiner, 
Wake. Chesterfield, Dec 7 Tatll. Cutts, Chesterfi ield. 
Searle, Harriett, Prisoner for Debt, Devon. Acj Nov 18.  Pidsley. 

Newton Abbot, Dec 4 atil. Francis & Baker, Newton-Abbot. 

Senior, Geo, Ossett, Yorkshire, Rag Dealer. Pet Nov}9. Nelson. Dews- 
bury, Dec 9 at 3, Ibberson, Dewsbury. 

Slade, John Hapsey, East Stonehouge, Devonshire, Painter. Pet Nov 
20. Pearce. East Stonehouse, Dec 4 at 11. Greenway & Adams, 
Plymouth. 

Spittle, Wm, Brierley-hill, Staffordshire, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 2. Tudor. 
Birm, Dec 3at 12. Homfray & Holberton, Brierley-hill; Allen, 

irm 

a - Geo, Whittleburry, Northamptonshire, Schoolmaster. Pet Nov 

Wh Towcester, Dec 6 at 10. White, Northamptonshire, 

saaes, Ci alisbury, Wilts, Eating-house Keeper. Pet Nov 17. 
Wilson. Salisbury, Dec 4 at 12. Hodding, Salisbury. 

Thornton, Joseph, Huddersfield, Yorkshire, Greengrocer. Pet Nov 15, 
Jones. Huddersfield, Dec 31 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield, 

‘Townsend, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Tailor. Pet Nov 16, 
Brighton, Dee 4 at 11. Penfold, Brighton. 

Travis, Wm Thos, Tipton, Staffordshire, Solicitor. 

2¢8atl2, James & Griffin, Birm. 
i . Buttershaw, Yorkshire, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Nov 
Mumford, Bradford; Bond & Barwick, 


Pet Nov 18. 
Pet Oct 12. 


Bury. 
Pet Nov 19. Hime. 


Hill. Birm, Dec 8 


Nov 17. Waite. 
Pet Nov 18. Nel- 
Dewsbury. 

Pet Nov 16. Bowes, 


Lpool, Dec 6 at 3. 
Pet Nov 16. 


Evershed. 
Pet Nov19. Hill. 


Wallington, Thos, Wotton Ville, Gloucestershire, Grocer. 
Wilton. Gloucester, Dec 4 at 12. Cooke, Gloucester. 
Ward, Wm, Huddersfield, Yorkshire, Licensed Victualler. 

Jones. Huddersfield, Dec 13 at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield. 
White, Peter, Vrisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Sept 18. Lpool, Dec 3 
at i}. 

Whiteley, Jas, Dewsbury, Yorkshire, out of business. Pet Nov 19. 
son, Dewsbury, Dec9 at 3. Ibberson, Dewsbury. 
Whittard, Hy, Bristol, Second-hand Clothes Dealer. 

Harley. Lristol, Dec 3at12. Miller. 
Willey, Josiah, Bristol, Surgeon. Pet Nov 17. 
at 12. Taddy. 
Withers, John, Bristol, Bristol, Dee 3 
at 12, Alman. 
Wyatt, Jas, Bedworth, Warwickshire, Retail Beerseller. Pet Nov 16. 
wes. Nuneaton, Dec 4atil. Creddock, Nuneaton. 
Wynne, John, Bristol, Clerk. Pet Nov 15. Harley. Bristol, Dec3 at 


i2, Taddy. 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Feipay, Nov. 19, 1869. 
Burke, Alfred, Appleford-rd, Upper Westbourne-pk, Builder. 
Davies, Thos, Ebbw Vale, Monmouth, Grocer. Nov 17. 
Graveley. Herbert, Upper Tooting, Surrey, Cabinet Maker. 
Muriel, Kev Edwd Morley, KRuckinge, Kent, Rector. Nov 8 
Paylor, Peter, Manch, Bookkeeper. Nov ll. 
Tcespar, Nov. 23, 1869. 
Jones, John, Narberth, Pembroke, Flour Merchant. Oct 15. 


Nel- 
Pet Nov 18. 
Harley. Bristol, Dec 3 


Sawyer. Pet Nov 19, Harley, 


Nov 18. 
Nov 17. 





Paris, Eugenia Louisa, Southport, Seite Ladeion aiid Keeper, ~ 


Nov 12. 


ov 14, 
Winch, Jas, Oxford, out of business, 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of th 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 
Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the tollowing © 
form :— 


cir clients, Prow | 
Xeversions, Life 


ProposaL FoR LOAN ON MortGAGes. 


Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for a term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or builds ~ 
ings , state the net annual income). Be 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the | 
Gresham Office in connection with = a 

By order of the Boa 
F. ALLAN “CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


‘ ene LONDON JOINT-STOCK BANK, 


NOTICE is HEREBY GIVEN, That the next Gencral Meeting of | 
the Shareholders of this Company will be held in the Board Room of ie 





the Bank, in Princes-street, Mansion House, on Thursday, the 20th ~ 


day of January next, at 12 o’clock precisely, to receive the Report of © 
the Directors and announcement of Divide nd, and to elect four Direce ~ 
tors in the place of Wm. Bird, Esq., Ald. Sir J. Duke, Bart., J. 8. 4 
Oxley, Esq., and F. Rodewald, Esq., who will on that day go “out of 


office in conformity with the provisions of the Deed of Scttlement, all © 


of whom being eligible offer themselves for re-election. 

Notice is also given, That any qualified sharcholder intending to © 
become a candidate for the office of director, must give notice in write 
ing of such intention at this office, at least thirty clear days previous 
to the said day of election. 

And Notice is further given, That the Transfer Books of the Bank 
will be closed on Friday, the 3lst December, and will remain so until 
Monday, the 10th day of January. 

By order of the Boar 
THOMAS BURR OWES, Secretary. 
Princes-street, London, 25th November, 1869. 





Whitechapel.—A Half-share in an exceedingly important Freehold 
Estate in this commanding business position, which will, at the ex- 
piration of the present leases, produce an estimated rack rental of 
£350 per annum. 


M ESSRS. WILSON BROTHERS are favoured — 
with instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the NEW AUCTION © 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, City of London, on THURSDAY, DECEMBER 
9th,at TWELVE for ONE precisely, a MOIETY or HALF-SHARE of 
the’ exceedingly valuable FREEHOLD BUSINESS PREMISES, compris- 
ing No. 71, High-street, Whitechapel; No.1, Church-lane, 
chapel; the St. George public-house, Church-lane aforesaid 3 and No. 6, 
Spectacle-alley ; the whole let much below its value, and at present 
producing a net rental of £207 per annum, which will increase in seven 
years to £227 per annum, and, at the expiration of the present leases, 
will realize an estimated rack rental of £350 perannum. The tenants 
have, within the last few months, expended a very large amount on re- 
building and improvements. May be viewed by leave of the tenants, and 
particulars, with plans and conditions of sale, may be obtained on the 
premises; at the Auction Mart; or 
W. HINE HAYCOCK, Esq., Solicitor. No. 
street, E.C. ; 
and at the offices of the Auctioneers, 17, South Audley-strect, Grosvenors 
square, W. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC. — Professor Pepper’s ~ 
Lecture daily at 3 and 8, except Tuesday and Thursday Even © 
ings, “ON THE TENTOONSTE LLING OF AMSTERDAM.”—The 
“GREAT INDUCTION COIL,” by J. L. King, Esq.—Entertainment, 
Musical and Mimetic, by the Brothers Wardroper, entitled ‘* PECULIAR 
PEOPLE OF THE PERIOD.”—Herr Angyalphi, the Hungarian Bari< ~ 
tone ; and the Electric Organ by Herr Schalkenbach, daily at 2 and © 
7.15-—The Maximilian authenticated Relics, and very fine full-length 
portraits of the late Emperor, and also of the Empress, now on view, = 
6d. extra.—Shortly, ‘““THE MYSTERIES OF UDOLPHO,” with a 7 
multitude of Spectral Figures, produced by entirely New Optical Ar- — 
rangements. ‘Lhe Brothers Wardroper will unfold the horrors of the 
situation. 


4, College-hill, Cannon= © 








large discount for cash. 
ILLS of COMPLAIN T, ANSWERS, APPEALS, ~ 
MINUTES, and all Law Printing, executed with promptitude # 
and at moderate charges by 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law Printers, 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, London, 


ATES AND ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS, 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, W.C. 

Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 

Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing, 








White- © 





